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ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #1

Reference: Page 6-8

Does Enbridge agree that existing gas consumers should be required to subsidize
expansions of Ontario’s natural gas distribution system only if all of the following criteria
are met:

a) The expansion will lead to a net reduction in Ontario’s greenhouse gas emissions
[e.g., this could occur if the new customers’ previous energy source (e.g., heating
oil) had higher greenhouse gas emissions];

b) Expanding the gas system is the most cost-effective, feasible option to achieve
the greenhouse gas emission reductions [i.e., do not expand the gas distribution
system using existing customer subsidies if the emission reductions could be
achieved at a lower cost by energy efficiency or renewable energy investments
(e.g., home energy retrofits, heat pumps)]; and

c) The subsidy is necessary to make the project happen [e.g., do not require
existing customers to subsidize an expansion of the gas system if the cost could
be recovered from the new customers via a surcharge on their gas rates]?

If “no”, please fully justify your response. Please specifically address each of the three
criteria in your response. Note that the above three criteria would not be to the exclusion
of other criteria required for community expansion.

RESPONSE

Enbridge does not agree that the criteria set out above are the determinative
considerations.

a) Reduction of greenhouse gas emissions is not the only factor considered in the
weighing of the costs and benefits of gas distribution system expansion project.

b) Due to the happenstance of timing and geography there could be situations and
reasons where it is desirable and practical to take steps that may not result in the
lowest GHG option. For example, electricity generation in Ontario includes natural
gas generation. Natural gas generation provides significant societal benefits in
terms of economics, reliability and operational flexibility. This component of the
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electricity generation fleet has also helped Ontario integrate more renewable
energy sources into its generation portfolio. It is also important to consider site
versus source (a more holistic view of energy use and consumption) in order to
understand the net impact of potential changes from the point of generation to the
point of end use.

Yes the Company agrees that subsidies from existing customers should not be
utilized where they are not required. The Company also recognizes that
intergenerational and geographical impacts appropriately exist within the design
and application of postage stamp rates.



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion
Filed: 2016-04-22

EB-2016-0004

Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.2

Page 1 of 1

ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #2

Reference: Page 15

Please make best efforts to provide an estimate of the greenhouse gas emissions that
would be produced by the consumption of natural gas by all customers estimated to
convert to natural gas in the 40 communities currently under consideration by Enbridge
for community expansion, cumulatively from the present until (a) 2020, (b) 2030, and (c)
2050. Assume that natural gas is expanded to all of the communities under
consideration. Please make and state all necessary assumptions on a best efforts
basis. Where possible, please use the same assumptions used in the profitability
analysis and the stage 2 analysis contained in the Enbridge evidence.

RESPONSE

The greenhouse gas emissions produced by all customers by 2020, 2030 and 2050 are
summarized in the following Table:

Natural Gas Consumption GHG Emissions
(106 m®) GJ Tonnes
Annual by 2020 = 18.7 709,272 34,991
Annual by 2030 = 50.1 1,903,329 93,898
Annual by 2050 = 50.1 1,903,329 93,898

These GHG emissions are substantially lower than GHG emissions produced from
alternate fuels such as propane, light heating oil and electricity.
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ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #3

Reference: Page 15

Section 3.1 (d) of the Appendix B to EBO 188 refers to “estimates of the NPV and the
benefit-cost ratio for the Investment Portfolio using a Societal Cost Test (“SCT”), defined
in the Report of the Board, E.B.O. 169 lll, as an evaluation of the costs and/or benefits
accruing to society as a whole, due to an activity. The SCT analysis should be
consistent with that used for the utilities’ DSM programs. The benefit-cost ratio shall be
presented with and without monetized externalities.”

Please make best efforts to provide a benefit-cost ratio for the expansion of gas to the
40 communities currently under consideration by Enbridge for community expansion.
Please use a Societal Cost Test (“SCT”), defined in the Report of the Board, E.B.O. 169
lll, as an evaluation of the costs and/or benefits accruing to society as a whole, due to
an activity. Please use an SCT analysis that is consistent with the test used by Enbridge
in relation to DSM. Please account for the anticipated impact of cap and trade. Please
present the ratio with and without monetized externalities. Please make and state all
necessary assumptions on a best efforts basis. Please provide a spreadsheet of key
assumptions and the underlying calculations.

RESPONSE

Please see Enbridge responses to BOMA Interrogatory #13 at
Exhibit S3.EGDI.BOMA.13, OGA Interrogatory #1 at Exhibit S3.EGDI.OGA.1, and
Parkland Interrogatories #1 and 2 at Exhibits S3.EGDI Parkland.1 and 2.
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ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #4

Reference: Page 13

Please describe the contingency planning that has been undertaken by Enbridge to
assess the possibility that substantial reductions in natural gas consumption (e.g. 40%)
will be required in Ontario in the medium term (e.g. by 2030).

RESPONSE

Please see Enbridge’s response to SEC Interrogatory #12 at Exhibit S3.EGDI.SEC.12.
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ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #5

Reference: Page 13

a) Please provide a list of all documents that have been prepared by Enbridge to
estimate the overall reductions in natural gas consumption that may be needed
to meet Ontario’s GHG emission reduction targets.

b) Please provide a list of all documents possessed by Enbridge prepared by third
parties to estimate the overall reductions in natural gas consumption that may be
needed to meet Ontario’s GHG emission reduction targets.

c) Please provide a copy of all documents listed in (a) and (b) above. If a document
is not provided, please provide a justification. A document need not be provided if
it simply repeats the estimates and analysis contained in a document already
provided.

RESPONSE
a) Please see c).
b) Please see c).

c) Enbridge jointly procured the services of ICF Consulting with Union Gas Ltd. to
develop an understanding of cap and trade and its potential impact on the natural
gas utilities and their customers. The ICF Consulting report was foundational work
and has been used as a reference informing Enbridge’s planning for the
introduction of the Province’s Cap and Trade Program. Please refer to Enbridge’s
response to OGA Interrogatory #3 at Exhibit S3.EGDI.OGA.3.
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ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #6

Reference: Page 13

In its Natural Gas Market Review presentation provided to the Board in January of this
year in EB-2015-0237, Enbridge stated as follows at page 16:

EGD will need to re-imagine infrastructure and business model

e Residential, commercial, institutional NG consumption could need to decline by
~40% by 2030

e Even if protection afforded industrial emitters consumption will need to decline by
20 — 30%

¢ No netincrease in NG consumption for electricity generation

e Electrification of transport and buildings.

a) Please provide all reports, studies, or other analyses supporting the statement in the
first bullet above that “residential, commercial, institutional NG consumption could
need to decline by ~40% by 2030.”

b) Please file a copy of the presentation referred to above in response to this
interrogatory.

RESPONSE

a) Please see the Company’s responses to Environmental Defense Interrogatory # 5
at Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.5 and SEC Interrogatory #12 at Exhibit S3.EGDI.SEC.12.

b) Please see attached Natural Gas Market Review presentation.
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tel  416-495-5499
ENBR’DGE Regulatory Coordinator fax 416-495-6072 500 Consumers Road

egdregulatoryproceedings@enbridge.com North York, Ontario M2J 1P8
Canada

January 15, 2016

VIA RESS, EMAIL and COURIER

Kirsten Walli

Board Secretary

Ontario Energy Board

2300 Yonge Street, Suite 2700
Toronto, ON M4P 1E4

Dear Ms Walli:

Re: Natural Gas Market Review — EB-2015-0237
Participant Presentation

As requested in the Board’s letter dated January 4, 2016, attached please find Enbridge
Gas Distribution’s presentation for the 2015 Natural Gas Market Review Forum.

If you have any questions please contact the undersigned.

Sincerely,

[original signed]

Lorraine Chiasson
Regulatory Coordinator

Attachment
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ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #7

Reference: Page 13

An expert report by Chris Neme filed in EB-2015-0029 / EB-2015-0049 states as follows
at pages 15 to 16:

In 2007, the Ontario government adopted the following set of greenhouse gas
emission reductions targets:

* 6% reduction below 1990 levels by 2014;

* 15% reduction below 1990 levels by 2020; and

* 80% reduction below 1990 levels by 2050.

In subsequent years, additional climate policies, including the “conservation first”
policy, were adopted. More recently additional significant policy commitments have
been made. For example, the province recently joined Quebec, British Columbia,
California, and other sub-national jurisdictions in re-affirming a commitment to at
least an 80% carbon emission reduction by 2050. In the Spring of 2015 it also
established a new commitment to a 37% carbon emission reduction in the province
by 2030 and committed to imposing a carbon “cap-and-trade” policy to meet those
requirements.

These policy decisions, including the most recent commitments made just several
months ago, raise questions about whether the OEB’s 2014 gas DSM budget
guidelines are outdated. Though the province was expected to meet its 2014 target,
it is currently expected to fall about 30% (about 19 megatonnes) short of the
emission reductions required to meet its 2020 target. Absent new policies or
programs (i.e. with the current Climate Change Action Plan as the baseline), the
province is currently projected to see its emissions gradually increase back to 1990
levels. Thus, the province will need much greater reductions — on the order of 67
megatonnes — to meet its new 2030 target. That translates to about 4.5 megatonnes
reduction per year, which is on the order of 2.5% annually, for each of the next 15
years. Natural gas accounts for approximately 30% of all greenhouse gas emissions
in the province, so some portion of the additional future emission reductions will
almost certainly have to come from the natural gas sector.



(b)

()

(d)
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Page 2 of 2
(@) Does Enbridge agree that “some portion of the additional future emission
reductions will almost certainly have to come from the natural gas sector”? If
not, please explain why not.
(b) Does Enbridge agree that this will require overall declines in natural gas
consumption in Ontario?
(c) Please indicate if Enbridge disagrees with any sentences in the above passage
and why.
(d) Please file a copy of the above-referenced expert report.
RESPONSE
(&) Enbridge believes it has an important role to play in helping Ontario meet the

objectives set out in Bill 172, Ontario’s Climate Change Mitigation and Low Carbon
Economy Act still in front of the legislature at this time. Whether it's through the
delivery of energy conservation programs, renewable natural gas and hydrogen,
natural gas (Liquified Natural Gas or LNG and Compressed Natural Gas or CNG)
for truck, rail and marine transportation, combined heat and power solutions or
natural gas technology development and innovation, Enbridge can help enable
future emission reductions in Ontario.

When a customer is able to convert to natural gas from other energy sources such
as heating oil, propane, or diesel fuel for vehicles, natural gas provides a carbon
reduction benefit. When natural gas is considered as the marginal fuel supporting
electricity generation converting heating and water heating loads from electricity to
natural gas will lead to reductions in the Province’s CO, emissions.

It is not applicable or helpful in the context of this generic community expansion
proceeding for the Company to remark on the validity of comments, or data
analysis submitted into evidence by the Green Energy Coalition in proceeding
EB-2015-0049 DSM Multi-year plan that was before the Board and for which a
decision has been rendered.

The intervenor evidence referred to in this Interrogatory is EB-2015-0049
Exh.L.GEC.1 (GEC_INTRV_EVIDENCE1_CORRECTED_20150813.pdf), a copy
of which can be found on the Ontario Energy Board’s web site:
http://www.rds.ontarioenergyboard.ca/webdrawer/webdrawer.dll/webdrawer/rec/49
0715/view/



http://www.rds.ontarioenergyboard.ca/webdrawer/webdrawer.dll/webdrawer/rec/490715/view/
http://www.rds.ontarioenergyboard.ca/webdrawer/webdrawer.dll/webdrawer/rec/490715/view/
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ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #8

Reference: Page 6-8

An expert report by Paul Chernick filed in EB-2015-0029 / EB-2015-0049 states as
follows at pages 22 to 23:

The Ontario goals include reduction of jurisdictional emissions by about 26%
from 2013 to 2030, or about five times the reductions expected from the [U.S.]
Clean Power Plan. Ontario’s goals are more aggressive than those of the Clean
Power Plan. That difference may increase the marginal cost of reaching those
goals compared to that of the Clean Power Plan. While the Clean Power Plan
relies heavily on renewables, efficiency, and gas backing out coal-fired
generation, Ontario has already eliminated coal on its electric system. Additional
reductions in Ontario carbon emissions will require such further measures as the
following:

e backing down gas generation (which requires twice the load reduction per
tonne avoided, compared to backing down coal),
e reducing usage of natural gas in buildings,...

(@) Does Enbridge agree with the above? If not, please explain.

(b) Does Enbridge agree that this will require overall declines in natural gas
consumption in Ontario?

(c) Please indicate if Enbridge disagrees with any sentences in the above
passage and why.

(d) Please file a copy of the above-referenced expert report.

RESPONSE

(a) Itis not applicable or helpful in the context of this generic community expansion
proceeding for the Company to remark on the validity of comments, or data
analysis submitted into evidence by the Green Energy Coalition in proceeding
EB-2015-0049 DSM Multi-year plan that was before the Board and for which a
decision has been rendered.
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(b) Enbridge is working with the Province to make certain that natural gas and the
infrastructure that delivers it will continue to be a significant part of a low carbon
future, and will include conservation initiatives and among other priorities,
renewable natural gas. The omitted context of Mr. Chernick’s evidence as
referenced above, in this Interrogatory is underlined below:

“Additional reductions in Ontario carbon emissions will require such further
measures as the following:

e backing down gas generation (which requires twice the load reduction per
tonne avoided, compared to backing down coal),

e reducing usage of natural gas in buildings,

e reducing usage of oil in buildings,

e reducing industrial fuel use.”!

When a customer is able to convert to natural gas from other energy sources
such as heating oil, propane, or diesel fuel for vehicles, natural gas provides a
carbon reduction benefit. When natural gas is considered as the marginal fuel
supporting electricity generation converting heating and water heating loads
from electricity to natural gas will lead to reductions in the Province’s CO,
emissions.

(c) Itis not applicable or helpful in the context of this generic community expansion
proceeding for the Company to remark on the validity of comments, or data
analysis submitted into evidence by the Green Energy Coalition in proceeding
EB-2015-0049 DSM Multi-year plan that was before the Board and for which a
decision has been rendered.

(d) The intervenor evidence referred to in this Interrogatory is EB-2015-0049,
Exh.L.GEC.2 (GEC_INTRV_EVIDENCE2_CORRECTED_20150813), a copy of
which can be found on the Ontario Energy Board’s website:
http://www.rds.ontarioenergyboard.ca/webdrawer/webdrawer.dll/webdrawer/rec/
490657/view/

[ EB-2015-0049 Exh.L.GEC.2 Page 23


http://www.rds.ontarioenergyboard.ca/webdrawer/webdrawer.dll/webdrawer/rec/490657/view/
http://www.rds.ontarioenergyboard.ca/webdrawer/webdrawer.dll/webdrawer/rec/490657/view/

Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion
Filed: 2016-04-22

EB-2016-0004

Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9

Page 1 of 1

Plus Attachments

ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #9

Reference: Page 6-8
Please provide and file:
(a) Enbridge’s most recent DSM Annual Report

(b) A copy of the most recent Ontario Climate Change Update published by the
Minister of the Environment and Climate Change;

(c) A copy of the most recent Climate Change Report published by the Environmental
Commissioner of Ontario; and

(d) A copy of Ontario’s Climate Change Strategy.

RESPONSE

(@) The most recent DSM Annual Report (attachment 1) was filed with the Ontario
Energy Board on October 30th, 2015 as part of the Company’s 2014 DSM
Clearance of Variance Accounts application (EB-2015-0267). The application is
currently pending Board approval.

(b) Attachment 2 is a copy of the most recent Ontario Climate Change Update
published by the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change;

(c) Attachment 3 is a copy of the most recent Climate Change Report published by the
Environmental Commissioner of Ontario; and

(d) Attachment 4 is a copy of Ontario’s Climate Change Strategy
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1. Executive Summary

In response to EB-2008-0346, the Demand Side Management Guidelines
for Natural Gas Utilities (the Guidelines), published June 30, 2011 by the
Ontario Energy Board, in November 2011, Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc.
(Enbridge, EGD or the Company) submitted its plan outlining proposed
DSM activities for the upcoming three years (EB-2011-0295). Subsequently,
following an extensive consultation process in the summer of 2012, the
2013-2014 Update to the Enbridge 2012-2014 Demand Side Management
(DSM) Plan (EB-2012-0394) was filed on February 28", 2013 and reflected
a comprehensive agreement reached with intervenor working groups in
respect of program updates, budgets, metrics and targets.

The 2013-2014 Update to the Enbridge 2012-2014 DSM Plan continued
with aggressive targets to maximize cost-effective natural gas savings. The
2012-2014 Enbridge portfolio of DSM offers was designed to allow all
customer classes access to cost-effective energy efficiency offers and to
optimize program results. The 2012-2014 DSM Plan uses a scorecard
approach for measurement.

The Company is pleased to report that in 2014, the portfolio generated total
annual natural gas savings of 43,540,237 cubic meters (m®) or
719,842,637 lifetime (cumulative) cubic meters (CCM). These savings are a
direct result of efforts in delivering the Company’s Resource Acquisition and
Low Income programs. Natural gas savings attributable to Market
Transformation program delivery in 2014 are not captured in these totals as
they are not measured on the basis of cubic meters (m°) or lifetime
(cumulative) cubic meters (CCM) saved.

In relation to its core business, as a gas distribution company, the
total annual throughput of natural gas to the Company’s customers in 2014
was approximately 11 billion cubic meters.*

Even though the current framework is based on CCM, total TRC net
benefits continue to be an important indicator of the considerable positive
impact that Enbridge achieves in respect of its DSM efforts.

1 This estimation is based on the total throughput for rate classes that contain 2014 DSM program
participants (Rates 1, 6, 110, 115, 135, 145 and 170).
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Further, as per the Guidelines, the Board calls for application of the TRC
test to screen for cost-effectiveness at the program level. In 2014, the
portfolio again demonstrated cost-effective program delivery based on
positive TRC screening. The TRC for the Resource Acquisition program
was 2.84, while the TRC for the Low Income program was 1.33 — both well
above their cost-effectiveness screening thresholds.

DSM natural gas savings results for 2014 were achieved with spending of
$32.51 million, 1% or $352,502 over the OEB approved budget.

Table 1. 2014 DSM Overall Results

Annual Net Cumulative
Program Gas Savings Net Gas Budget

Spending TRC

(m3) Savings (m3) ($) Ratio

Resource Acquistion
Residential 5,914,881 89,690,562  $1,836,456 $8,605,657 1.96
Commercial 22,405,020 389,415,717  $8,090,102 $5,760,122 3.25
Industrial 12,474,745 185,261,718  $4,234,020 $2,214,856  3.87

Overheads $4,638,711 $4,636,555

Total Resource Acquisition 40,794,646 664,367,997 $18,799,289 $21,217,190

Low Income
Part 9 (Single Family) 1,036,919 25,673,482 54,564,500 $4,494,530 1.03
Part 3 (Multi Family) 1,708,673 29,801,158  $2,165,000 $1,930,180 2.03

Overheads $507,831 $507,595

Total Low Income 2,745,592 55,474,640 $7,237,331 $6,932,305

Market Transformation
SBD Residential n/a n/a $2,445,000 $1,334,035 n/a
SBD Commercial n/a n/a $950,000 $739,435 n/a
Home Labelling n/a n/a $1,400,000 $979,337 n/a
Overheads $1,327,144  $1,308,965
Total Market Transformation n/a n/a $6,122,144 $4,361,771 n/a

Grand Total 43,540,237 719,842,637 $32,158,764 $32,511,266

The Demand Side Management Incentive (DSMI) has been determined
based on Enbridge’s 2014 DSM performance results in relation to the
weighted scoring approach. The 2014 DSM Incentive is calculated at
$7,647,242. The maximum shareholder incentive available for the 2014
program year is $10.872 million.
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Table 2. 2014 DSM Summary

2014 DSM Results Summary

Net CCM Savings 719,842,637 m’
DSMIDA amount recoverable from Ratepayers $7,647,242
LRAMVA amount (to be refunded to Ratepayers)* (565,339)
DSMVA amount recoverable from Ratepayers $352,502

*The LRAMVA is negative, indicating thatitis money owed by Enbridge to ratepayers

The Company is gratified with its accomplishments overall and was able to
demonstrate solid results relative to targets for many of its customer offers.

Overall the Resource Acquisition program contributed 664 million CCM in
natural gas savings. Resource Acquisition offers targeted to the
Commercial and Industrial sectors did not reach savings targets established
for 2014, with gas savings of 389 million and 185 million CCM for the
Commercial and Industrial sectors respectively. However, the Residential
home retrofit offer which has seen excellent growth since its inception in
mid-2012 contributed close to 90 million CCM and reached 5,213
households.

The Low Income program delivered 55 million CCM in 2014. Results
relative to target were mixed with Single Family (Part 9) offers performing
well relative to targets, and Multi-Residential (Part 3) offers not reaching the
2014 target established for that segment of the program.

Market Transformation offers continued to demonstrate strong results in
2014, with results at, or exceeding weighted scorecard upper targets for all
three of the Savings by Design Residential, Savings by Design Commercial
and Home Labelling offers.
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2

3

Introduction

Following a directive from the Ontario Energy Board, (EBO 169-IIl) in 1995,
Enbridge began to offer Demand Side Management programs to help
customers reduce their demand for natural gas. In 1999, Enbridge was
granted Board approval to receive a financial incentive for DSM activities by
way of the Shared Savings Mechanism (SSM). The continuing need for
DSM efforts in the province of Ontario was outlined by the Ontario Energy
Board in the Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities
(the Guidelines), published June 30, 2011 (in which the Demand Side
Management Incentive replaced the SSM). These Guidelines apply to the
2012-2014 Multi-Year Plan period.

“Natural gas demand side management (“DSM”) is the modification of
consumer demand for natural gas through various methods such as
financial incentives, education and other programs. While the focus of DSM
is natural gas savings and the reduction in greenhouse gases emissions, it
may also result in the saving of a number of other resources such as
electricity, water, propane, and heating fuel oil.”?

The DSM Guidelines sets out three primary objectives to help guide the
utilities’ DSM portfolios:

e maximize cost-effective natural gas savings;

e prevent lost opportunities;

e and pursue deep savings.
The framework also outlines budget limits and affords utility performance
incentives in relation to DSM activities.

Furthermore, the Guidelines also outline a Lost Revenue Adjustment
Mechanism (LRAM) and Demand Side Management Variance Account
(DSMVA). The LRAM “is a mechanism to adjust for margins the utility loses
if its DSM Program is more (or less) successful in the period after rates are
set than was planned in setting the rates.”® The DSMVA allows the
Company to exceed the DSM budget in a given year, provided that the

Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities (EB-2008-0346), OEB, June 30, 2011,
page 1.
EBRO 495, Decision, Page 100.
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4

Company meets the Board approved target. It also requires the repayment
of any unspent budget amounts to ratepayers.

The Guidelines provide an overall framework for program design and
propose a scorecard approach to measuring DSM programs, including
metrics appropriate to different customer offers. The principal measurement
metric for evaluating programs is cubic meters (m®) of cumulative natural
gas savings. Cumulative cubic meters (CCM) is defined as the natural gas
savings over the life of an installed DSM measure.* Performance may
however be assessed by other metrics such as number of participants.

As stated in the Guidelines, a cost-efficiency measure, such as the “$ spent
per m® of cumulative natural gas saved”, provides greater transparency to
interested participants and the Board. In response, $/CCM savings
calculations are included in this report. The Total Resource Cost (TRC)
determination is also an important and recognized measure of cost-
effectiveness for DSM purposes, and continues to be utilized for program
screening, as documented in this report.

The Company’s 2012-2014 DSM Plan outlines a three year strategy for the
Company’s DSM programs, designed to respond to customer needs and
changing market conditions. The Plan encompasses Resource Acquisition,
Low Income and Market Transformation programs, which reflect extensive
consultation and negotiation between Enbridge and intervenors.

The Company’'s DSM programs are funded through distribution rates and
are designed to produce a variety of measured and unmeasured societal
benefits, including reduced consumer bills, economic stimulus,
environmental benefits and benefits specific to low income consumers.
The 2012-2014 DSM Plan (EB-2011-0295) was approved by the Board on
February 9", 2012. Later, following further negotiations with the DSM
Consultative in 2012, the parties reached a Settlement Agreement to
establish budget allocations, metrics and targets for 2013 and 2014. The
2013-2014 Update to the Enbridge 2012-2014 DSM Plan (EB-2012-0394)
was filed on March 4th, 2013. The Board provided a Decision on the Update
on July 4™, 2013:

Ibid, page 28.
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“The Board approves the Settlement Agreement and its rate
consequences on an interim basis. In approving the Settlement
Agreement, the Board expects Enbridge to proceed with the
corresponding DSM activities in 2013 and 2014. The intent of
this Board decision is to provide the opportunity for the 2014
DSM budget to be further reviewed.”

On March 13, 2014, the Board provided a further Decision on the Update:

“The Board agrees with Enbridge that given the findings of the
Board in the GTA proceeding, the Settlement Agreement
containing the 2013 and 2014 DSM budgets is approved and no
additional submissions are required.”®

The 2014 Annual Report on Enbridge’s DSM energy efficiency programs
provides an overview of the results achieved over the past program year in
terms of scorecard performance. The report also provides a comparison of
actual to target results, and incorporates any necessary adjustments to
savings outcomes.

The report provides information in support of the Company’s 2014 Demand
Side Management Incentive Deferral Account (DSMIDA), DSMVA and LRAM
claims. Once drafted, the report is reviewed as part of a comprehensive third-
party independent audit.

The DSM portfolio encompasses the Resource Acquisition, Low Income
and Market Transformation programs which include offers directed toward
residential, commercial and industrial customers. The Resource Acquisition
and Low Income programs include three major categories of offers —
prescriptive, quasi-prescriptive and custom.

5 EB-2012-0394, OEB - Decision and Order on Settlement Agreement, July 4, 2013, page 3.
6 EB-2012-0394, OEB - Decision and Order on Settlement Agreement, March 13, 2014, page 4.
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Prescriptive and quasi-prescriptive results are calculated based on the
number of units installed along with the deemed savings and related
assumptions for specific DSM measures, as filed and submitted to the
Board in the Company’s 2012-2014 DSM Plan (EB-2011-0295). On March
27, 2015, Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. and Union Gas Ltd. submitted a
joint application that sought approval from the Ontario Energy Board for
new and updated Demand Side Management measures. The Board
assigned this matter file number EB-2014-0354. With endorsement of the
Technical Evaluation Committee (TEC), this most recent joint submission to
the Board provided an update to the assumptions for a selected number of
measures.

In the case of custom projects, natural gas savings are based on detailed
measure/technology related calculations for individual projects undertaken
at sites where energy efficiency improvements have been made as a result
of Enbridge involvement. Where applicable, Enbridge utilizes its E-Tools
calculation software to establish savings estimates.

Energy savings for Community Energy Conservation (CEC), the Residential
Resource Acquisition offer (formerly Community Energy Retrofit) and Home
Winterproofing (formerly the Low Income Weatherization offer) are
determined utilizing Natural Resources Canada (NRCan) accredited
software,HOT2000, and the U.S. Department of Energy’s REM/Rate
software.

The Market Transformation program is assessed in terms of metrics specific
to each offer.
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3. 2014 DSM Portfolio Scorecard Summary

The 2014 DSM program scorecard results are presented in Table 3.

Table 3. 2014 DSM Program Scorecard Summary

. Targets 2014 Actual
Component Metric .
Lower Middle Upper Result
>
é ? Volumes Cumulative Savings (million m3) ECYEA 744.05 992.06 1240.08 664.37
= 0O
@, = . .
= = LESCEGEETD)
o 8 e5|. entialDeer  number of Houses * 8% 560 747 934 5,213
S Savings
ingle Famil
) (Sl:‘r;fte[i))amI Y Cumulative Savings (million m3) EEE}A 17.70 23.60 29.50 25.67
]
H . . .
5 x::tt';fs'de"t'a' R e Gl 45% | 4815 6420 8025 29.80
o
2 Multi-residential Percent of Part 3 Participants
2 5 5% 30% 40% 50% 74%
(Part 3) LIBPM Enrolled
Completed Units 40% 750 1,000 1,250 1,059
2 LESCEEIREVLES . N
) . Previously Non-Participating
=3l by Design , . 60% 12 16 20 23
=) Builders Enrolled
-
g ——
g" Comm?rmal Savings New Developments Enrolled 100% 8 12 19 19
3 by Design
Q o
o
g insjmber of Committed Realtors 70% N/A 5,000 5 10,000 5| 40,040
Home Labelling ¢
Ratings performed 30% 750 1,500 2,250 662

Number of houses with at least two major measures and where average annual gas savings across all participants is at
least 25% of combined baseline space heating and water heating usage.

LIBPM - Low Income Building Performance Management is the Low Income offer complement to the Commercial Run It
Right (RIR) offer.

Low Income Building Performance Management (LIBPM) percentage of Part 3 buildings enrolled in the current year
program = (x+y)/(x+y+z):

x =# of new LIBPM buildings in the current year that have participated in another aspect of the Low Income program
in a previous year of 2012-2014 plan; y = # of new LIBPM buildings participating in current year that have not
previously participated in the Low Income program; z = # of buildings in the current year that have implemented
custom projects other than LIBPM.

Eligible builders based on a minimum of 50 homes built in the prior year.

Commitments to make provision for a data field to show home energy ratings for all homes listed by participating
realtors (industry-wide commitment to include such a field on MLS or similar listing service and/or realtors' commitment
to do so with all the homes they list on their own websites, handouts and other consumer material).

Commitment from realtors collectively responsible for more than 5,000 (middle target) or 10,000 (upper target)
listings/year.
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As outlined in the Update to the 2012 to 2014 Demand Side Management
Plan (EB-2012-0394), program scorecard results are weighted (see Table 3
above). These weighted scorecards are the basis for the calculation of the
Demand Side Management Incentive. DSMI amounts for the 2014 program
year are outlined in Section 8 of this report.

As summarized in Table 4, in terms of CCM savings, the 2014 DSM

portfolio did not reach the overall CCM savings target. Actual results totalled
719,842,637 cumulative m? for all offers that include CCM as a metric.

Table 4. 2014 CCM Savings Results — Target vs. Actual

CCM Target CCM Actual

Program/Sector

(100%) Results

Residential 11,735,669 89,690,562
Commercial 633,804,658 389,415,717
Industrial 346,554,000 185,261,718

Resource Aquisition 992,094,327 664,367,997
Low Income 87,853,420 55,474,640
Total 1,079,947,747 719,842,637

Results were below target in both the Commercial and Industrial sectors as
well as in the Low Income sector. Conversely, results were significantly
above the target originally put forth for the Residential sector due to the
growing success of the Community Energy Conservation (CEC) offer. An
overview of 2014 DSM spending vs. budget is provided in Section 5 of this
report.

As illustrated in Table 5, in 2014 the Commercial sector was the largest
overall contributor to CCM savings, accounting for 381 million CCM or
54.1% of the total CCM results. Industrial sector offers contributed 25.7% of
the total CCM savings followed by the Residential sector and the Low
Income program responsible for 12.5% and 7.7% of CCM, respectively.
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Table 5. 2014 Distributed CCM Savings by Sector

CCM Distribution

Low Incom
55,474,64
7.7%

Industrial
185,261,718
25.7%

Commercial
389,415,717
54.1%

In 2014, Enbridge delivered three Market Transformation offers, all of which
performed well in relation to performance targets. As outlined previously in
Table 3, on a weighted scorecard basis, all three offers approached or
exceeded upper targets. Results for the Market Transformation program
offers are reviewed in Section 7 of this report.

10
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4. Annual and Cumulative 2014 Natural Gas Savings

Table 6. 2014 Annual and Cumulative Natural Gas Savings

Gross CCM

(m°)

Net CCM

(m?®)

Gross Annual Net Annual

Program

Gas Savings (m3) Gas Savings (m3)

Residential
Community Energy

. 6,958,684 5,914,881 105,518,309 89,690,562
Conservation

6,958,684 5,914,881 105,518,309 89,690,562

Total Residential

Commercial

uonisinbay 331nosay

Commercial Custom
Commercial Prescriptive
Run It Right

Total Commercial

Industrial

Industrial Custom

Industrial Prescriptive

Total Industrial

Low Income
Single Family (Part 9)
Multi-Residential (Part 3)

Total Low Income

19,708,793
6,573,118
625,088

23,440,752
542,215

1,039,428
1,734,457

2,773,885

16,371,408
5,408,523
625,088

26,906,999 22,405,020

12,001,904
472,840

23,982,967 12,474,745

1,036,919
1,708,673
2,745,592

373,800,192
97,136,791
3,125,440

307,222,026
79,068,251
3,125,440

349,395,582
8,887,940

474,062,423 389,415,717

177,663,455
7,598,262

25,698,580
30,058,993
55,757,573

358,283,522 185,261,718

25,673,482
29,801,158

55,474,640

Grand Total 60,622,535 43,540,237 993,621,826 719,842,637

Table 6 details the annual gas savings and cumulative lifetime natural gas
savings results (in cubic meters) for each of the program components that
have CCM as a performance metric. Savings results are summarized for
both gross and net savings (net of applicable adjustment factors).

11
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2014 Budget and Program Spending

As stated in EB-2012-0394, “In 2012, following consultation with
stakeholders, the Base Budget of $28.1 million was increased by 10% or
$2.81 million (which was the allowable increase as indicated in the DSM
Guidelines, Section 8.3, page 26), resulting in a total budget of $30.91
million and including a total Low Income budget of $7.025 million. Following
consultation with stakeholders regarding the budget for 2013 and 2014, it
was agreed that the 2013-2014 Update would propose to continue with the
allowable increase to the Low Income Budget for 2013 and 2014 and a 2%
annual increase based on the 2011 GDP-IPI.”’

“For 2013, this base budget has been escalated by the GDP-IPI for 2011,
which is 2%. The resulting budget for 2013 is $31.588 million. Escalating
the 2013 budget by the 2011 GDP-IPI of 2%, the aggregate budget for 2014
is $32.158 million.”®

Table 7 provides the breakdown of the 2014 budget for each of the

Resource Acquisition, Low Income and Market Transformation programs as
approved in the Update to the 2012 to 2014 DSM Plan (EB-2012-0394).

Table 7. 2014 DSM Plan Budget

Program Program Budget Overheads Total Budget % of Total

Resource Acquisition $14,160,578 S4,638,711  $18,799,289

Low Income $6,729,500 $507,831 $7,237,331

Market Transformation $4,795,000 51,327,144 $6,122,144
$25,685,078 $6,473,686 $32,158,764

Total

7

8

Update to the 2012 to 2014 Demand Side Management (“DSM”) Plan (EB-2012-0394), Exhibit B, Tab 1,
Schedule 2, Page 1 of 13.
Ibid, Exhibit B, Tab 2, Schedule 9, Page 8 of 28
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Table 8 outlines actual spending vs. budget for each program.

Table 8. 2014 OEB Approved Budget vs. Spending

OEB Approved

Budget

Actual

Variance

Resource Acquisition $18,799,289 $21,217,190 $2,417,901 13%
Residential 51,836,456 58,605,657 56,769,201
Commercial 58,090,102 55,760,122 -52,329,980

Industrial 54,234,020 52,214,856 -52,019,164
Overheads 54,638,711 54,636,555 -52,156

Low Income $7,237,331 $6,932,305 -$305,026 -4%
Part 9 Residential 54,564,500 54,494,530 -569,970

Part 3 Multi residential 52,165,000 51,930,180 -5234,820

Overheads 507,831 5507,595 -5236

Market Transformation $6,122,144 $4,361,771 -$1,760,373 -29%
Residential SBD 52,445,000 51,334,035 -51,110,965
Commercial SBD $950,000 5739,435 -5210,565

Home Labeling 51,400,000 979,337 -5420,663

Overheads S$1,327,144 S1,308,965 -$18,179

Program Cost Sub Total $25,685,078 $26,058,152 $373,074

Overhead Sub Total $6,473,686 $6,453,114 -$20,572

Total $32,158,764 $32,511,266 $352,502 1%

Total spending in relation to EGD’s DSM programming in 2014 was
$32,511,266, resulting in a variance of $352,502 or 1% over budget for the

year.

Within the Resource Acquisition program, spending in the Commercial and
Industrial sectors was lower than 2014 plan budget amounts. As the year
unfolded, forecasts of program results clearly indicated that established
budgets for both of these sectors could not be fully utilized. Available
program dollars were used within the RA program for the Residential
Community Energy Conservation offer to support the growing energy

13
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savings opportunities arising from the successful delivery and momentum of
this offer. These funds supported gas savings results well above targets for
the Residential sector and allowed the Company to expand its ability to offer
energy efficiency opportunities to its largest customer segment.

As per the Guidelines, “the design of natural gas DSM programs and the
overall portfolio should be guided by the following three objectives:
maximization of cost effective natural gas savings; prevention of lost
opportunities; and pursuit of deep energy savings.”® The Guidelines further
explain this “guidance is meant to ensure that adequate flexibility in DSM
program and portfolio design is maintained, while recognizing that the
natural gas utilities are ultimately responsible and accountable for their
actions. This flexibility should ensure that the natural gas utilities can
continuously react to and adapt to current and anticipated market
developments.”*°

Further, EB-2008-0346 states that “the utilities should inform the Board, as
well as their stakeholders, in the event that cumulative fund transfers
among Board-approved DSM programs exceed 30% of the approved
annual DSM budget for an individual natural gas DSM program.”** Though
the Company did transfer funds from the Market Transformation program to
the Resource Acquisition program, the Company confirms it did not exceed
30% of the approved budget for the Market Transformation program.

In addition, as per the Guidelines, a DSMVA “over-spend” provision allows
Enbridge to spend and recover funds above the approved annual DSM
budget: “This option is meant to allow the natural gas utilities to
aggressively pursue programs which prove to be very successful.”*? The
total amount of the overspend may not exceed 15% of the total DSM budget
and can only be used on scorecards once the Company has achieved the
weighted scorecard target (i.e. 100%) on a pre-audit basis.

9 Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities (EB-2008-0346), OEB, June 30, 2011, page

4

10 Ibid, page 4.
11 Ibid, page 4.
12 Ibid, page 26.
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The Resource Acquisition program was delivered with spending 13% over
the 2014 plan budget. Most of this additional spending came from funds re-
allocated from the Market Transformation program.

In the Low Income program, in particular, given the challenges in achieving
targets in the Multi-Residential (Part 3) offer, actual spending for this
segment was below budget levels, with total spending 4% below the original
budget.

Finally, the Market Transformation program ended the year with total
spending 29% below budget. This underspend primarily was related to the
Residential Savings by Design offer. With the offer providing a three-year
time horizon to complete homes for eligible incentives, initial plan forecasts
for incentives were not realized in the 2014 program year. Enbridge has
proposed the establishment of a deferral account to address this challenge
in the next multi-year plan.

Ultimately, the entire portfolio for 2014 was delivered with spending of
$32,511,266. An amount of $352,502 (or approximately 1% of the 2014
budget) was accessed from the DSMVA to support the Residential
Resource Acquisition results through the Community Energy Conservation
offer and was permitted based on the RA weighted scorecard target
exceeding 100% on a pre-audit basis.
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6. TRC Screening

As per the Guidelines, the Board calls for application of the Total Resource
Cost (TRC) test to screen for cost-effectiveness at the program level. TRC
benefits include the avoided costs associated with natural gas, electricity
and water savings over the life of the energy efficient equipment. TRC costs
include the incremental equipment costs associated with the energy efficient
equipment in relation to its less efficient equivalent, as well as any program
or administrative costs attributed directly to the program.

Cost-effectiveness screening of DSM programs is valuable as a means for
assessing the economic merit of a DSM program. Screening also helps with
the process of prioritization among offers if budget constraint considerations
need to be addressed.

As prescribed, Enbridge has utilized the TRC test to screen for cost-
effectiveness of its 2014 programs. In the case of the Resource Acquisition
program, if the TRC ratio (which compares the present value of the natural
gas, electricity and water savings benefits to the present value of the costs)
exceeds 1.0, the program is considered cost-effective.

In recognition that the Low Income program may include benefits that are
not reflected in the TRC test, the Low Income program is screened using a
TRC threshold of 0.7.

The Market Transformation program cannot be screened by using a
systematic screening approach such as TRC, and is instead assessed on
its own merits based on the objectives of the offers.

Recognizing that the current framework is based on CCM, TRC net savings
nonetheless remains an important indicator of the extremely large and
positive impact that Enbridge has with respect to DSM.

Table 9 summarizes the TRC screening estimates for the 2014 Enbridge

DSM portfolio for illustrative purposes. The portfolio as a whole was cost-
effective with an overall TRC ratio of 2.67. Further, Resource Acquisition

16



ENBRIDGE

2014 DSM Annual Report

Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1

Filed: 2015-10-30
EB-2015-0267
Exhibit B

Tab 1
Schedule 1

(2.84 TRC ratio) and Low Income (1.33 TRC ratio) were also cost-effective
to deliver as individual programs.

Table 9.

Sector/Program

S EAE]

Community Energy Conservation

All Residential Total

Commercial

Commercial Custom
Commercial Prescriptive
Run It Right

All Commercial

Industrial

Industrial Custom
Industrial Prescriptive

All Industrial

Overheads

Overall Resource Acquisition

Low Income

Single Family (Part 9)
Multi-Residential (Part 3)
Overheads

Overall Low Income

Combined RA/Low Income *

2014 TRC Screening Summary

NPV Total
TRC Benefits

14,606,308
14,606,308

69,287,837
21,677,576
531,867

91,497,280

28,299,123
1,034,526

29,333,650

135,437,237

3,309,433
4,652,220

7,961,653

Total TRC TRC Net

Costs

7,449,092
7,449,092

22,384,331
3,875,477
1,852,553

TRC

Benefit Ratio

7,157,215
7,157,215

46,903,506 3.10
17,802,099 5.59
-1,320,686

28,112,361

7,265,868
306,831

7,572,698

4,636,555

63,384,919

3.89

21,033,256
727,696

21,760,951

3.87

-4,636,555

47,770,706

3,209,595
2,288,652
507,595
6,005,842

87,666,531

99,838
2,363,568
-507,595
1,955,811

1.33

Page 22 of 206

$ 143,398,890 $ 53,776,548 S 89,622,342

2.67

*This summary does not include TRC calcuations for the Market Transformation program.

All values are provided forillustrative purposes only.
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7. 2014 DSM Program Review

This section provides an overview of Enbridge’s 2014 DSM portfolio and
details results for offers across all three programs: Resource Acquisition,
Low Income and Market Transformation.

Resource Acquisition offers focus on achieving direct, measureable savings
customer by customer and commonly involve the installation of energy
efficient equipment or the implementation of operational improvements. The
Resource Acquisition program is delivered across three sectors:
Residential, Commercial and Industrial. Performance for the Resource
Acquisition program is measured primarily in terms of net CCM of natural
gas savings but also includes a residential deep savings metric based on
participants.

Enbridge’s current Low Income offers are similar in nature to Resource
Acquisition offers in that they generally consist of the installation of energy
efficient equipment or measures. However Low Income offers are set apart
to recognize the unique needs of their target customer base. Though these
offers may result in a lower benefit/cost ratio — Total Resource Cost (TRC) —
than similar offers delivered to non-low income customers, they are
designed to address the needs of these consumers and include other
important societal benefits. The Low Income program comprises two
segments: Single Family (Part 9) Residential buildings and Multi-Residential
(Part 3) buildings. Performance in the Low Income program is measured
primarily in terms of net CCM of natural gas savings but also includes a
metric based on program enrolment.

The Market Transformation program includes two segments: Residential
existing housing and Residential and Commercial new construction.
Performance in the Market Transformation program is assessed in terms of
metrics specific to each offer. Market Transformation offers are designed
with the aim of influencing consumer behaviour and attitudes in support of
reducing natural gas consumption. Market Transformation activities focus
on enabling fundamental changes that lead toward increased market shares
of energy efficient products and services.
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This section of the report provides an overview of the offers within each
program and summarizes the natural gas savings and related scorecard
achievements for each program. This section further details the following
(as applicable):

e Objectives

e Target Customer

e Metrics

e Tracking Methodology

e Offer Description

e Cost-Effectiveness

e 2014 Results

e Multi-Year 2012-2014 Result Summary
e 2014 Highlights and Lessons Learned
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Table 10. 2014 Resource Acquisition Scorecard

Targets 2014 Actual
Weight Lower Middle Upper Result

Component Metric

Volumes Cumulative Savings (million m?3) 744.05 992.06 1,240.08

Residential Deep
Savings

Number of houses with at least two major measures and where average annual gas savings across all
participants is at least 25% of combined baseline space heating and water heating usage.

Number of Houses ! 560 747 934

Results for Enbridge’s 2014 Resource Acquisition (RA) program were
664.37 million CCM. These results were below the lower target for this
metric. The Residential Acquisition program scorecard also includes a
deep savings metric specific to the Residential sector. There were 5,213
houses counted towards this metric. This result was significantly above the
upper scorecard target.

Within the RA program, each of the Residential, Commercial and Industrial
sectors had specified CCM savings targets established in the plan as
outlined below in Table 11. Further detail regarding the results for each of
these sectors is provided in the following pages.

Table 11. 2014 Resource Acquisition Program Results

Resource Acquisition CCM Target Actual M $/CCM  Participants 2 Units
Program Sector (100%) articipants = ctalled

Residential 11,735,669 89,690,562  $0.0959
Commercial 633,804,658 389,415,717 $0.0148
Industrial 346,554,000 185,261,718 $0.0120

Total/Average 992,094,327 664,367,997 $0.0250

Units installed refers to the number of units for prescriptive offers.
Participants refers to the number of unique addresses for custom projects and CEC (Residential).

20



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1

Filed: 2015-10-30

EB-2015-0267

ENBRIDGE S
2014 DSM Annual Report Tab 1

Schedule 1
Page 26 of 206

Table 12. 2014 Resource Acquisition — CCM Results by Sector

Resource Acquisition CCM by Sector

Industrial
185,261,718
27.9%

Commercial
389,415,717
58.6%

CCM savings contributions from each sector within the RA program are
illustrated in Table 12. Commercial offers were responsible for 58.6% of
the total CCM savings in the RA program. Industrial and Residential offers
contributed 27.9% and 13.5% of results, respectively.
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Residential Resource Acquisition

Objectives The Residential component of the RA program focuses on the
existing home sector through the marketing and delivery of a
home energy conservation initiative.

The goal of the CEC offer is to achieve deep energy savings in
existing homes and to raise awareness of the benefits of energy
efficiency. The initiative is designed to reduce gas use for space
and water heating using a holistic approach, which encourages
conservation through the installation of high efficiency equipment
as well as thermal envelope improvements to reduce the space
heating load. With financial incentives, the offer helps
homeowners make their homes more energy efficient and
reduces the burden of high energy costs.

Target CEC is targeted to Rate 1 residential customers.
Customer
Metrics The first metric is cumulative cubic meter (CCM) savings

generated by participants.

The second metric is total number of participants — specifically,
the number of houses with at least two eligible measures
implemented and where average annual gas savings across all
participants is at least 25% of combined baseline space heating
and water heating usage.

Tracking Gas savings are claimed based on results calculated through the
Methodology | use of accredited modeling software utilized by Certified Energy
Auditors (CEAS). Reports summarizing participant numbers and
gas savings (m®) are maintained and tracked monthly.

The number of participants (houses) with at least two major
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measures and where average annual gas savings across all
participants is at least 25% of combined baseline space heating
and water heating usage are tracked and counted toward the
deep savings participant metric.

Offer
Description

This offer was introduced in mid-2012 to encourage and support
gas savings opportunities in existing residential houses and to
meet the priorities outlined in the Board’s DSM Guidelines, in
particular, the goal of pursuing deep savings.

CEC is designed to capture deep energy efficiency savings
opportunities through the delivery of a holistic, “whole home”
approach.

Following the cancellation of the federal government funded

ecoENERGY program that ran from 2007 and ended in early
2012, there has been a market need for initiatives that drive

energy efficiency in the existing housing sector.

The CEC offer utilizes accredited software such as Natural
Resources Canada’s (NRCan) HOT2000 and the US
Department of Energy REM/Rate as the foundation in calculating
annual gas savings for each participant. The software provides
an effective building energy simulation tool to model the savings.
Participants receive a pre-retrofit energy audit evaluation by a
certified energy advisor before starting work and a post-retrofit
energy audit to calculate gas savings.

With the emphasis on deep savings, measures include home
envelope improvements and mechanical system upgrades as
these measures offer the greatest opportunity for “deep”, long-
term energy conservation through gas savings.

Enbridge offers qualifying customers incentive dollars towards
the pre-retrofit energy audit of their home and the opportunity for
additional incentives if the participant completes at least two
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upgrades from a list of qualifying measures. The offer aims to
ensure that the installation of these measures contributes to the
achievement of an average 25% annual gas savings over the
participant portfolio, based on pre- and post-energy audit results.
The qualifying measures included for CEC are as follows:

e Heating system replacement;

e Foundation insulation;

e Water heating system replacement;

e Air sealing;

e Attic insulation;

e Window replacements;

e Wall insulation;

e Drain water heat recovery; and

e Exposed floor insulation.

To be eligible for the offer, customers must meet the following
criteria:
e Be aresidential homeowner in the EGD franchise
area,
e Have a valid Enbridge Gas account in good standing;
e Use an approved Certified Energy Evaluator/Auditor;
e Install at least two measures; and
e Complete a pre- and post-energy audit.

Cost- The CEC offer is cost-effective as supported by the TRC
Effectiveness | screening summarized in Table 9 in Section 6.

Gas savings results from the Residential CEC offer were realized
at an average cost of $0.096/CCM as highlighted in Table 13
below.

2014 Results | The CEC offer contributed 89.7 million CCM in 2014. As
summarized in Table 13, this result exceeded the 100% target
initially established for the sector.
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As previously summarized in Table 10, which provides the 2014
Resource Acquisition Scorecard results, a total of 5,213
households participated and counted toward the Residential
Deep Savings metric, well exceeding the upper target of 934
households for this metric.

Table 13. 2014 Residential Resource Acquisition Results

Resource Acquisition CCM Target
Program Sector (100%)

Actual CCM  $/CCM Participants

Residential - CEC 11,735,669 89,690,562  $0.0959 5,213

Table 14. 2012-2014 Multi-Year Residential RA Results

Resource Acquisition Actual Actual Actual
Program Sector 2014 2013 2012

Residential (CCM) 89,690,562 38,980,521 5,296,300

Residential Deep Savings
(participants)

5,213 1,649 271

Feedback from customers and energy advisors engaged to deliver the offer
indicated that the term ‘retrofit’ was not well understood by the typical
residential customer. Consequently, the offer was renamed Community
Energy Conservation beginning in 2014 to incorporate a term and a
concept more clearly understood by homeowners.

In its third year, the CEC offer has demonstrated great success. A key
focus for 2014 was on expanding the offer to a much broader customer
base in line with a more long term goal of making the offer accessible
across the Enbridge franchise area.
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Do you know how to improve
your home’s energy score?

is completed. The higher the score, the more ensrgy efficient your home is.

An eneqgy score is an ensqgy rating that & provided after a home energy audit uuu[_
The Enbrickge Community Energy Corservation Program provides incentives up ’ s -
to $2,000 for which you can apply to your home's enerngy upgrades and audit r '

costs. The program is being offered to Enbridge customers in York Begion and

select aneas in Toronto, Niagara and Ottaws untl December 34, 2044, La

Visit knowyourenergyscore.ca for more information. EMBRIDGE

In conjunction with the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing efforts to
enable Ontario municipalities to use Local Improvement Charges (LICs) to
finance energy retrofits on private property, in 2013, the City of Toronto
established the Home Energy Loan Program (HELP) pilot to selected
Toronto communities. The Home Energy Loan Program (HELP) is a
financing tool to assist homeowners with improving their home’s energy
efficiency. Enbridge continued to work with the City of Toronto in 2014 to
expand the delivery of the CEC offer in Toronto with a simultaneous
expansion of the regions that could qualify for HELP.

Close to 55% of the participants in 2014 were households in York Region
(there continues to be a concentrated effort in this area since this was the
initial area target when the offer was launched in mid-2012). Over 32% of
the participants came from the Metropolitan Toronto area and 12% were
dispersed throughout the GTA, less than 1% participants came from the
Niagara and Ottawa areas.
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Ongoing engagement with energy auditors by way of training sessions and
meetings ensured that procedures and processes required for tracking
were understood and followed.

As outlined previously in Section 5 of this report, to support the growing
savings opportunities arising from the expanding delivery and growing
momentum of this offer in 2014, and in line with provisions set out in the
Guidelines, available funds from within the Resource Acquisition program
were accessed to support the opportunity for additional contributions to gas
savings within the Residential sector. Budget dollars also were reallocated
from the Market Transformation program to further support the Residential
RA efforts.

On average in 2014, CEC participants installed more than two (2.3) eligible
measures. The majority of participants installed heating system
replacements; the next most common measures installed were air sealing
and attic insulation. On average, annual gas savings per project were
calculated to be 1,335 m°>.

CCM savings from the offer were calculated based on an updated dual
measure life input assumption as a result of a 2012 audit recommendation
negotiated with the AC.*® These values were subsequently endorsed by
the TEC. Specifically, for participants where projects included a furnace
replacement as one of the measures — a deemed 15 year measure life was
utilized to calculate CCM,; for participants where projects did not include a
furnace as one of the measures — a deemed 25 year measure life was
utilized to calculate CCM.

Marketing efforts for CEC have been well received and included the
following activities:

Enhancement and promotion of Enbridge’s online Residential
energy efficiency microsite - www.knowyourenergyscore.ca.

13 2012 DSM Clearance of Variance Accounts (EB-2013-0352), Exhibit B, Tab 3, Schedule 1, Page 19 of 41
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Receive up to $2,000 in
. energy-efficiency incentives.
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POST-RETROFIT INCENTIVE

ENBRIDGE

1The energy audion will sovise which measures will need to be upgraded 1o achieve 25% annusl
$1,600 $2.000 55 Soings In crder 1 Qually ot e ErbAicge Incanche.

 incentive amount Includes $500 In sudit costs. After g for audit costs, e
$1.100 and $1,500 respectively. Pré - and Fost-Retroft Audits must be completed. Customer
Is requind to pay $200 for the preretroit audi (3 vale of $350) and Enbdge Wil decuct
$150 from the suditors involce, Customear must pay $150 fof the postretrofit sudt. A total
of $350 In sudit costs wil be rekmbursed by Enbridge through the Incentive It the customer
complEtes the program and mests the gas sevings trget.

For full Terms and Conditions, visit

BY &Y

$1,600 for achieving $2,000 for achieving @\ .
25% - 49% in annual 50% and above in \: :’. !
£as savings annual gas savings r

Engagement via EGD Channel Consultants in communicating and
managing marketing approaches to contractors and business
partners including e-blasts to the HVAC and insulation contractor
community regarding program updates and expansion.

Local print advertising in selected community newspapers and
lifestyle magazines to highlight the offer and gas savings
opportunities directly with homeowners.

To maximize opportunities to draw attention to the CEC offer, the offer was

also promoted along with Home Labelling communication and marketing
efforts to realtors.
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Commercial Resource Acquisition

Offers designed for commercial customers include incentives to invest in
energy efficient technologies in commercial buildings, such as the purchase
and installation of efficient heating, ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC)
systems as well as custom solutions specific to a customer’s particular
building or facility. Commercial RA offers in 2014 also included audit
incentives as well as energy management offers focusing on operational
improvements to support savings opportunities.

Enbridge provides service to over 150,000 Commercial sector customers
across the Company’s franchise area. These customers are segmented
across widely diverse sub-sectors, which include: Multi-Residential (not
including social housing), Commercial Office Buildings,
Schools/Universities, Hotels/Motels, Warehouses, Retail, Food Services,
Hospitals/Health-Care Facilities and Government/Municipal.

Energy efficiency initiatives available to commercial customers are
delivered directly both by Enbridge’s Energy Solutions Consultants (ESCs)
to customers and building owners/operators and through supply chain
channels and business partners, including HVAC contractors, engineering
firms and energy service advisors.

Table 15. 2014 Commercial Resource Acquisition Results

Units

Installed *

Commercial Sector Actual CCM $/CCM Participants °

Custom 307,222,026 $0.0116
Prescriptive 79,068,251 $0.0088
Run It Right 3,125,440 $0.4763
Total/Average 389,415,717 $0.0148

Units installed refers to the number of units for prescriptive offers.
Participants refers to the number of unique addresses for custom projects and RIR.
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Table 16. 2012-2014 Multi-Year Commercial RA Results

Resource Acquisition Actual CCM Actual CCM Actual CCM
Program Sector 2014 2013 2012

Commercial 389,415,717 505,133,591 658,836,828

Objectives The goal of the Commercial Custom offer is to reduce
natural gas use through the capture of energy efficiency
opportunities in commercial buildings, including retrofits of
building components and upgrades at the time of
replacement. The offer aims to promote the highest level
of energy efficiency.

The Commercial Prescriptive offer is designed to capture
energy savings in the Commercial sector associated with
the installation of prescriptive and quasi-prescriptive
technologies.

Target Both the Custom and Prescriptive offers target

Customer commercial customers who are primarily in Rate 6 as well
as commercial customers in Rates 135, 145, 110, 115
and 170.

Metrics As part of the Resource Acquisition program, the primary

metric for the Commercial Custom and the Prescriptive
offer is lifetime natural gas savings - cumulative cubic
meters (CCM) savings.

Tracking Savings for each custom project are calculated on an
Methodology | individual basis and then tracked monthly by the Tracking
and Reporting team, utilizing EGD’s sales tracking
software.

30



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1
Filed: 2015-10-30

ENBRIDGE 2014 DSM Annual Report
Data is compiled for Prescriptive offer participants and
tracked on a monthly basis by the Tracking and Reporting
team, utilizing EGD’s sales tracking software.

Offer The Custom Commercial offer provides incentives for
Description customers undertaking capital and operational

improvements. Typical measures include boiler and
HVAC retrofits, controls and building automation systems,
heat recovery projects and building envelope
improvements.

The offer is primarily promoted and delivered by ESCs
who are active in the marketplace. ESCs are trusted
energy advisors; their technical and energy efficiency
sales experience is fundamental to the successful
execution of custom projects.

ESCs work directly with customers, meeting with building
operators and facility managers to conduct site visits and
make custom recommendations based on each building’s
unique systems. ESCs provide advice for customized
energy solutions to suit customers’ energy efficiency
goals in consideration of their budget and business
needs.

ESCs work with national chain and large property
management firms to introduce savings strategies and
align DSM offers with the customers’ long term energy
plans. ESCs use their technical expertise to work with
smaller firms and managers of standalone buildings by
educating them on savings concepts and providing
recommendations and savings estimations for potential
projects.

The Commercial Prescriptive offer for 2014 included fixed
incentives for various prescriptive and quasi-prescriptive
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energy efficiency measures impacting space heating,
water heating and food service energy requirements.
Measures included:

« Demand Control Ventilation (DCV);
e Condensing Boilers <300MBH;
« High Efficiency Boilers;
e Air Doors;
« Energy Recovery Ventilation (ERV);
e Heat Recovery Ventilation (HRV);
e Infrared Heaters;
e Condensing Make-Up Air Units;
e Ozone Laundry System;
e Low-Flow Showerheads;
« Demand Control Kitchen Ventilation System (DCKV);
e Energy Star Qualified Dishwashers;
e Energy Star Qualified Natural Gas Convection
Ovens;
« Energy Star Qualified Natural Gas Fryers;
o Energy Star steam cookers; and
o High efficiency under-fired broilers.
Cost- Both the Commercial Custom and Prescriptive offers
Effectiveness | were cost-effective, as supported by the TRC screening
summarized in Table 9 in Section 6.
Gas Savings from the Commercial Custom offer were
realized at an average cost of $0.0116/CCM, as
highlighted in Table 15.
Prescriptive savings were delivered at an average cost of
$0.0088/CCM.
Evaluation Savings for each project are determined with project-
Activities specific savings calculations. Where applicable, ESCs
utilize standardized engineering calculators developed by

14 Specific details regarding measures included can be found at enbridgegas.com/commercial
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Enbridge’s technical engineering team. Projects are
screened for an additional internal technical review to
verify savings calculations as appropriate.

An independent third-party engineering review, the
Commercial Custom Project Savings Verification (CPSV),
is conducted annually. The scope of work for this review
is set out in a Terms of Reference established by the
TEC. This verification study consists of a detailed review
of the savings calculations for a statistically representative
sample of Commercial sector custom projects claimed in
2014. The Commercial CPSV is summarized in Appendix
A, and the prescribed sampling methodology followed to
establish the selected projects is referenced in Appendix
I. Reported results include adjustments recommended by
the engineering review in conjunction with the application
of determined realization rates as outlined in Appendix C.

2014 Results

As summarized in Table 15, 501 commercial custom
projects were completed in 2014; these projects
accounted for more than 307 million CCM in natural gas
savings. Custom projects traditionally drive the highest
percentage of Commercial results. This trend continued in
2014, with custom projects contributing 78.9% of
Commercial results.

As per Table 15, Commercial Prescriptive measures
contributed over 79 million CCM, or 20.3% of the overall
Commercial RA results.

Overall, Commercial results were below target with
savings of 389.4 million CCM (see Table 11).
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The Commercial Custom offer continues to be the largest contributor to the
overall Resource Acquisition gas savings result. Commercial custom projects
accounted for 307 million (or 46%) of the 664.4 million RA CCM results. The
Commercial Prescriptive offer contributed 79 million CCM to the RA CCM
total.

The Multi-Residential sector, followed by the University and Health-Care
sectors, was the largest contributor to 2014 Commercial project results.

CUSTOM RETROFIT INCENTIVES

At Enbiidga, we know Commercial bullings have unigue encegy efMciancy
OOPOFUNITIES. that may 138 cutside our Flued RN Incenthes, That's wihy
Enbiidge’s Custom Retrofit Incentives pay qualified Enbridge customens
$0.10 per m? of natural 2as saved (Up to $100.0004) after Implementing
ary number of enenty saving measunes®. These one-tims Incentives as
cabulated based on projected Brst year's natural gas savings and pald
once the profect ks complete,

Retrofit
Incentives

QUALIFYING COMMERCIAL RETROFIT

PROJ ALY LUDE:

CONDENSING BOILER INCENTIVE

Enbricge offees an Increased Ncantive for upgrading your existing bollers
1o condensing bolers with S0% of greater combustion efMclency”, If you
qualify, we will pay $0.12 per m® of natural gas you save, up to $30.000
per buliding. Your iIncentive will be calculated based on your projected first
year's natural gas savings and pakd once your profect is compliate,

The Commercial and Prescriptive offers remained largely unchanged in
2014. Of note, condensing make-up air units (MUAs) and demand control
ventilation (DCV) for single-zone retail and office locations were added to the
suite of Prescriptive offers promoted in 2014. Incentives remained the same
as 2013 at $0.10/m* of gas saved.

The strategy of implementing targeted campaigns to promote specific
technologies to applicable sectors continued in 2014. These campaigns are
often best-suited for less complex projects with relatively simple project
execution.
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O,

Several time-limited campaigns were promoted to commercial customers to drive
greater participation and uptake of certain technologies. Campaigns focused on
selected measures and included destratification fans, air doors, demand control
kitchen ventilation (DCKV) and infrared heaters. For a period of three months,
doubled incentives were offered to support the purchase and installation of each
of these technologies.

2014

LIMITED TIME

DOUBLE

CENTIVE OFFERS

Save $900 to $4,800.

For a limited time, receive an incentive
of up to $4,800 for the purchase and
installation of shipping air doors.
Incermiss datarmined by siz ofthe uris] Fetalled and
paid on & per urt bosis, Offer erds e 30, 2014, Lrits

must be intalled and operating betwezn March 3, 014
and ke 30, 2044, Other Terms and Conchiens aocly

35



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1

Filed: 2015-10-30
EB-2015-0267

Exhibit B
ENBRIDGE 2014 DSM Annual Report Tab 1

Schedule 1
Page 41 of 206

Infrared heaters, high-efficiency boilers, DCKVs, ozone laundry systems and
Energy Star dishwashers were the technologies that had the largest contribution
to the Commercial Prescriptive results in 2014.

Where appropriate, resources were directed to developing focused key
account relationships within specific commercial sectors. In 2014, efforts to
increase sector penetration concentrated on institutional customers (e.g.
universities/ colleges and hospitals). There was also a focused effort on the
Multi-Residential building sector; leveraging communication through industry
associations -- i.e. the Federation of Rental Providers of Ontario (FRPO) and
the Building Owners and Managers Association (BOMA), to complete projects
with these customers, including direct install low flow showerhead upgrades.
Enbridge has seen success with this focused key account approach and will
continue to build on it's efforts.

Relatively low natural gas prices in 2014 continued to impact customers’
decisions regarding implementation of natural gas efficiency projects.
Competing offers from LDCs in support of electricity efficiency improvement
projects are often a priority for limited capital spending, given the prospect for
higher electricity cost savings.

The Commercial DSM team has been undergoing significant rebuilding
following the retirement of three ESCs in 2014 as well as staff changes on the
marketing team. The process of training new staff and transferring/building
relationships with customers has had an impact on results from this sector.

Looking forward, ESCs will continue to focus on directly supporting
commercial customers by providing education, helping to identify capital and
operational improvements and assisting with the development of energy
efficiency plans. In addition, dedicated efforts to maintain engagement with
service organizations and industry contractors will continue to be an important
element in identifying opportunities and realizing commercial gas savings.
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Objectives

The goal of Run it Right (RiR) and Energy Compass is to
encourage building owners to improve the energy
performance of their buildings through operational
improvements and benchmarking. These offers promote
the awareness / visibility of building consumption patterns
through energy monitoring information services (EMIS),
low cost/no cost re-commissioning measures and energy
savings opportunity assessments. Ultimately, these offers
aim to lead commercial customers toward data-driven
decision-making.

Target
Customer

These offers are targeted to commercial customers in
Rate 6, 110, 115, 135, 145 and 170 (with most
commercial customers falling in the Rate 6 category).
More specifically, the offers are designed for energy
managers and building operators of commercial, multi-
family and institutional buildings where daily consumption
data is accessible.

The Energy Compass initiative is marketed to commercial
customers that have a portfolio of buildings.

Metrics

As part of the Resource Acquisition program, the primary
metric for RIR is lifetime natural gas savings - cumulative
cubic meters (CCM) savings. The Energy Compass
initiative does not have a defined scorecard metric.

Tracking
Methodology

The 2014 results are based on participants that registered
for the RiR program and completed the implementation of
the agreed-upon operational measures in 2013.

For these participants, gas consumption data for the 12
months prior to implementation (the base year) was used
as the base case gas usage. Gas consumption then was
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monitored for 12 months following implementation (the
reference year). The monitoring for 2014 participants was
completed in 2014.

Program savings results are based on a regression
analysis of actual consumption data. The participant’s
base year natural gas consumption is compared to the
weather normalized consumption of the post-
implementation reference year.

Offer
Description

The RIiR offer, as well as the Energy Compass initiative, is
designed to motivate commercial customers towards
performance-based conservation. The provision and
analysis of detailed energy data aims to allow building
operators and managers to make strategic data-driven
decisions regarding energy savings and capital
investments.

Through Energy Compass and RiR, the Company helps
commercial customers better manage their buildings,
implement operational improvements to achieve energy
savings and identify future cost-effective capital
improvements. Savings that result from operational
improvements implemented in any given year are
recorded in the next year, following monitoring and
verification.

Cost-
Effectiveness

The RIR offer is not cost-effective in 2014, as illustrated
by the TRC screening summarized in Table 9 in section 6.
However, the Resource Acquisition program as a whole
screens at 2.84.

Evaluation
Activities

Further to an audit recommendation made in 2013, a
third-party firm was retained by Enbridge to conduct a
survey of all 2014 RiR participants to confirm savings
attributed to the offer. The survey was conducted during
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Q2 of 2015, with input from the 2014 Auditor and Audit
Committee. Due to a low survey response rate, the
results of the survey were inconclusive and no
quantitative adjustment was recommended. However,
qualitative insights were gained and will be considered
going forward.

2014 Results | In 2014, volumetric savings of 3 million CCM were
achieved, whereas in 2013 savings of 11 million CCM
were realized.

Although 217 participants signed up for the program in
2013, only 53 implemented measures during the
monitoring period. For 2014, the results are based on 45
claimed participants. The savings of seven participants
were removed from the results due to the inclusion of
capital measures.

In comparison to 2013, the number of participants that signed up for the
program in 2014 was similar — 202 compared to 217, respectively.
However, the number of participants that implemented measures in 2014
compared to 2013 saw a significant decrease — 192 compared to 53,
respectively. This decrease was partly due to a new standardized
approach implemented by Enbridge in the building investigation phase of
the offer. A further review of this process revealed a need to increase the
level of engagement between the investigation agents and the customers
after Enbridge issued savings reports to customers. Enbridge has
implemented improvements to the process as a result of this finding.

In 2014, some customers were not able to participate in the offer because
they did not meet the minimum threshold of 5% estimated operational
savings. In an effort to improve participation in 2015, Enbridge is removing
this criteria.
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As was the case in 2013, an analysis of RIR participant results continues to
show that average savings levels are significantly lower than the initial
targets, which were based on anticipated savings of greater than 10%. The
average savings are 2.8% and 2.5% for 2014 and 2013, respectively. It
should be noted that, as a result of the 2013 Audit, the average savings of
2.8% and 2.5% includes projects for which an increase in consumption,
rather than a reduction, was observed. Consequently, potential savings
derived from implemented operational measures for these projects could
not be quantified.

REDUCE
MONITOR

ENERGY
CONSUMPTION.

‘WITH HELP
EVERY STEP
OF THE WAY.

Adequately assessing and interpreting actual results remains a challenge.
Although metered data reflects building consumption, it does not accurately
reflect the building conditions that can change year-over-year. An increase
in consumption has a negative impact on the savings realized through the
building’s participation in the RIiR offer.

There are programs in other jurisdictions, such as BC Hydro Continuous
Optimization Program, that use deemed savings for each of the operational
improvement measures that commercial customers implement in their
buildings. This methodology overcomes the challenges in normalizing
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consumption year-over-year to accurately reflect the savings achieved by

implementing operational improvement measures.

Maintenance

Register

Investigate

Implement

Support Every Step of the Way

Contact your Enbridge ESC 1o see if you are Eligible
Register for the RunitRight Program

Receive an Invesigation Report including
» Energy consumption analysis & load profile
= List of operational opportunities &

Implementation incentive between $2,000 to $10,000*
Gopanding on bulding consumption and complexity
Receive a customizable checkist and calculation tool 1o

Fmo access 10 m Emge Ennm;; l.hmgunml
Irfotmabcn System (EMIS) for the 12 month monitoring

term.*
Training and Support

select measures with yw Senvice meoe-tCowwor

As noted in 2013, RIR savings results are generated through operational
improvements and do not involve implementation of capital measures.
Many other utility re-commissioning/retro-commissioning programs, as well
as local initiatives such as Greening Healthcare and Race to Reduce, take
a broader approach and include both capital and operational measures.
For the RIR offer, there are cases where customers have declined to
participate due to the offer parameters stating that customers cannot
implement capital equipment. Inclusion of capital measures would allow
for a more holistic approach and result in an increase in participation as
well as potentially additional savings for customers.

Energy

Ce&mpass

Energy Compass is a free benchmarking

service that compares the energy performance

of buildings in your portfolio.

Your Enbridge Energy Solutions Consultant
(ESC) will review your Energy Compass Report

with you to help identify capital and

Get started today!

todsy ta leam more abaut our Cammerial Incentives
‘and start reducing your energy costs.

(] 1-888-427.8888

improvements opportunities.

Your Energy Compass Report will:

* Compare the energy performance of buildings in
your portiolio. \

+ Identify buildings with higher-than-average natural

gas consumption.

* Provide recommendations for capital and
provements.

| im)

* Identify applicable Enbri

that can offset the cost of making recomment

\
N\

@
£ enbridgegas.com/energycompass
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Industrial Resource Acquisition

Objectives The Industrial Custom Solutions offer is designed to
capture cost-effective energy savings within the Industrial
sector by delivering customized energy solutions aimed at
supporting customers through a continuous improvement
approach. Industrial Energy Solutions Consultants (ESCs)
focus on assisting customers with the adoption of energy
efficient technologies by overcoming financial, knowledge
or technical barriers.

The Industrial Prescriptive offer aims to capture energy
savings in the Industrial sector by installing applicable
prescriptive and quasi-prescriptive technologies, with a
focus on increasing the adoption of energy efficient
technologies among small industrial customers.

Target Both the Custom Solutions and Prescriptive offers are
Customer available to industrial customers (including Agricultural
customers) in Rates 6, 110, 115, 135, 145 and 170.

Custom projects encompass opportunities where savings
are linked to unique building specifications, uses,
technologies and industrial processes. With the Custom
Solutions offer, Enbridge is primarily targeting industrial
customers (both large and small) with significant process
loads and high annual consumption.

The target market for the Prescriptive offer is smaller
industrial customers.

Metrics As part of the Resource Acquisition program, the primary
metric for the Industrial Custom and the Prescriptive offer
is lifetime natural gas savings - cumulative cubic meter
(CCM) savings.

42



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1
Filed: 2015-10-30

ENBRIDGE

2014 DSM Annual Report

Tracking
Methodology

Savings for each custom project are calculated on an
individual basis and then tracked monthly by the Tracking
and Reporting team, utilizing EGD’s sales tracking
software.

Data is compiled for Prescriptive offer participants and
tracked on a monthly basis by the Tracking and Reporting
team, utilizing EGD’s sales tracking software.

Offer
Description

In the Industrial sector, the Continuous Energy
Improvement (CEI) approach includes the Industrial
Custom Solutions offer and the Prescriptive offer together
with a number of enabling initiatives, such as support for
industrial customers in identifying energy-saving
opportunities through to assistance with project
implementation.

These offers are primarily promoted and delivered by
ESCs (professional engineers) who are active in the
marketplace. ESCs are trusted energy advisors that work
with customer to determine solutions to address multiple
objectives — production, energy efficiency and budgetary
considerations. Work involves addressing technical
barriers to energy efficiency adoption as well as financial
barriers that may hinder business justification and
implementation.

Enabling initiatives allow ESCs to work with the customers
to identify potential opportunities, quantify benefits, and
justify action. Such initiatives include: ESCs leveraging
their skills and tools to identify efficiency opportunities;
involvement of third-party vendors to conduct specific
types of audit or assessments of facilities; and/or ESCs
assisting with the development of project implementation
plans.
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Due to the unique nature of industrial customers, custom
solutions developed by ESCs are designed and
engineered to meet the specific requirements of each
particular customer’s facility. Five core components are
common to the Custom offer in 2014:

e Knowledge Development: Technical publications,
quarterly updates and themed workshops are offered to
provide customers with the knowledge to make informed
decisions through education.

e Opportunity Identification: ESCs provide support to
assist customers in the identification of efficiency
opportunities, such as equipment testing and
assessment and thermal imaging.

e Measurement: ESCs assist customers in selecting
appropriate means of measurement to quantify key
energy inputs.

e Engineering Analysis: ESCs assist customers who do
not have the resources needed to conduct financial,
technical and enterprise risk evaluations for potential
projects.

e Implementation Support: ESCs work with customers
on an implementation plan and connect them with
business partners to complete the project.

The Industrial Prescriptive offer evolved by leveraging
existing Commercial offers applicable to the industrial
customer base. The Industrial Prescriptive offer
incorporates a fixed incentive approach and includes
incentives designed to help offset the cost of energy
efficiency upgrades specifically relevant to industrial
facilities such as Air Doors, Heat Recovery Ventilators,
Energy Recovery Ventilators and Infrared Heaters.

Cost-
Effectiveness

Enbridge continues to demonstrate a high level of cost-
effectiveness for Industrial sector offers as supported by
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the TRC screening summarized in Table 9 in Section 6.

Savings delivered from the Industrial Custom offer were
realized at an average cost of $0.0121/CCM as
highlighted in Table 17. Prescriptive savings were
delivered at an average cost of $0.0095/CCM.

Evaluation
Activities

In the case of custom projects, each project is assessed
individually for inclusion in the offer. Subsequent to
project-specific savings calculations being completed by
ESCs, an internal technical review of project applications
and savings calculations is conducted. ESCs utilize
standardized engineering calculators developed by EGD’s
technical engineering team. Where required, savings
calculations are specialized based on project-specific
engineering analysis. Where applicable and appropriate,
consumption information is reviewed to confirm
expectations.

An independent third-party engineering review, the
Industrial Custom Project Savings Verification (CPSV), is
conducted annually. The scope of work for this review is
set out in a Terms of Reference established by the
Technical Evaluation Committee (included as Appendix
A). This verification study consists of a detailed review of
the savings calculations for a statistically representative
sample of Industrial sector custom projects. The Industrial
CPSV is summarized in Appendix C and the prescribed
sampling methodology followed to establish the selected
projects is referenced in Appendix |. Reported results
incorporate adjustments, as recommended by the
engineering review following the determination of a
realization rate adjustment as outlined in Appendix D.

2014 Results

There were 128 Industrial custom projects completed in
2014 contributing 177.7 million CCM. Prescriptive results
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totalled 7.6 million CCM and included 108 separate
installations.

Table 17. 2014 Industrial Resource Acquisition Results

Units
Installed *

Industrial Sector Actual CCM $/ccMm Participants °

Custom - Industrial 177,663,455 $0.0121
Prescriptive - Industrial 7,598,262 $0.0095
Total/Average 185,261,718 $0.0120

Units installed refers to the number of units for prescriptive offers.
Participants refers to the number of unique addresses for custom projects.

Table 18. 2012-2014 Multi-Year Industrial Results

Resource Acquisition Actual CCM Actual CCM Actual CCM
Program Sector 2014 2013 2012

Industrial 185,261,718 222,575,355 305,915,406

Overall, the Custom Solutions offer remained largely unchanged from 2013
to 2014. However, a revised incentive structure was introduced — the flat
rate of $0.07/m? offered previously was revised as follows:

o $0.20/m? for first 50,000 m® gas saved

o $0.05/m?® for gas savings above 50,000m?
This revision was considered as a result of missed opportunities and was
intended to provide additional support to customers (both large and small)
to implement smaller projects.

There is a developing trend of opportunities shifting from capital-intensive
projects such as equipment upgrades to opportunities focusing on process
improvements — projects which tend to yield good annual savings but lower
CCM.
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Projects completed in 2014 yielded lower average per project savings in
comparison to previous years. As noted above, there were 128 custom
projects completed in 2014 with a combined 177 million CCM saved. In
comparison, in 2013, there were 118 Industrial custom projects completed,
contributing almost 222 million CCM. In other words, in 2014, the number
of projects increased by 8%, the associated annual savings decreased by
approximately 10% and the associated CCM decreased by 25%. Going
back another year, there were 91 custom projects completed in 2012 with
306 million CCM saved. Though the Company has been able to grow the
number of projects completed year-over-year, results for the overall
savings are decreasing in terms of annual savings and, more significantly,
in terms of cumulative gas savings.

Custom projects can be highly resource intensive and require extensive
technical expertise and data analysis; conversely Prescriptive, fixed
incentive projects are less complex to execute, making them well-suited for
smaller customers. An established distribution network of business
partners and service providers was leveraged as a key means of promoting
the Prescriptive offer. In 2014, two technologies in particular were
marketed to the industrial market. Industrial customers benefitted from
financial incentive support tied to the installation of Infrared Heaters as well
as Industrial Air Curtains; in all, 108 projects were completed.

ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. has a more than 165-year history and is
Canada’s largest natural gas distribution company. Enbridge Gas Distribution delivers
safe, reliable natural gas in more than 100 communities across Ontario and is a leader
in delivering energy efficiency programs. Our free services are available to drive
energy-related solutions that can help you save money and improve your bottom line.
We also offer financial incentives that can help reduce your cost of implementation.

Call 1-888-427-8888 to find out how you can reduce your energy consumption.

enbridgegas.com/industrial ENBR’DGE i
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In 2014, as in prior years and as outlined in the DSM plan, budget
spending on programs and activities for rate classes 110, 115 and 170 is
capped. As stated in EB-2012-0394:

“In general, Enbridge will have the right, in the manner
described in the Guidelines, to re-allocate budget between
customer classes and groups to optimize the effectiveness
of its DSM Plan. However, the Parties agree, for ...2014
...that the total budget spent on programs and activities
(including allocated overheads but excluding Low Income
Allocations) for all customers in rate classes 110, 115, and
170 shall not exceed the following annual limits:"*

Table 19. Rate Class 110, 115 and 170 Spending Limits vs. 2014
Actual Spending

2014 Spending 2014 Actual

Rate Class

Limit Spending*
110 $1,687,000 $902,696
115 $1,307,000 $423,423
170 $2,220,000 $352,414

Table 19 details the actual spending (including allocated overheads but
excluding Low Income Allocations) relative to prescribed spending limits for
each rate class and shows that spending is below the limits set out for all
three rate classes.

In an attempt to reach a wide market of customers regardless of size while
maintaining cost-effectiveness, Enbridge offered a variety of materials and
forums aimed at increasing awareness of energy efficiency opportunities
and benefits, educating customers and providing resources to research
and evaluate potential improvement solutions. Enbridge focused efforts on
a number of initiatives which included:

Energy efficiency workshops and webinars;

Quarterly newsletters (via email blasts);

15 Update to the 2012 to 2014 Demand Side Management (“DSM”) Plan (EB-2012-0394), Exhibit B, Tab 1,
Schedule 3, page 5 of 20.
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Audits and Assessments (including targeted assessment
campaigns);

Telemarketing Campaigns; and

Industrial Energy Solutions Portal.

Reminder:
Industrial HVAC
Customer Workshop

T

Limited space left in the workshop,
Register Today!

It is a good time to start thinking about maximizing your
HVAC efficiency

You are invited to attend a free workshop on HVAC. ENBRIDGE
Led by Energy Efficiency Manager Damir Naden, take this opportunity to leam more about

yh&a:myﬂmughaspedalcasesmdyandleamhowyoucanapplymeseprindpleslo
Throughout the year, the industrial team hosted one-day workshops aimed
at building awareness for energy efficiency in the customer’s facility. The
focus of these efforts was on educating the customer and their employees
on identifying energy conservation opportunities and providing information
to help evaluate potential projects. The workshops included the following:
Energy Management 101: Attendees were shown how to begin to
map the energy profile for their facilities, explore ways of building
and integrating an energy management system and evaluate
industry recognized energy management standards.
Combustion Equipment Maintenance Safety Workshop:
Industrial customers were educated on maintaining the integrity of
combustion equipment to prevent equipment failure while enhancing
safety.
HVAC Audit Workshop: Through a case study analysis, attendees
learned about heat recovery and how they can apply these
principles to their facilities.
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Boiler Basics Workshop: Attendees learned about steam and
combustion basics and how to identify and quantify energy saving
opportunities.

Over 100 participants took part in these workshops. Feedback survey
responses indicated that 83% of participants rated the workshops as
excellent in providing relevant and useful content.

The Company also published quarterly newsletters which were distributed
through e-mail blasts to over 1000 industrial customers. These publications
feature information regarding upcoming conferences, webinars and
Enbridge workshops, highlight energy efficiency technologies, spotlight
case studies, and provide natural gas price forecasts.

. Industrial
. News

Wihirom Enbridde
! ‘ -‘,* Aﬂ '."P
December 2014 enbridgegas.com/industrial

We're here to help: Enbridge offers industrial customers free services and
Energy Solutions Consultants financial incentives designed to help you make the most
1-888-427-8888 of the energy you consume. As part of this initiative, we
energysolutions@enbridge.com are pleased o release an Industrial Update each
quarter that features important tips, new technologies,
forecasted natural gas prices and up and coming
conferences and webinars on topics relevant to you.

Boilers Basics Workshop 101 Video

Enbridge Gas Distribution recently held a workshop on boiler basics led by Energy Solutions
Consultant Trevor Van Eerde. The workshop allowed attendees to learn more about steam
and combustion basics, and how to identify and quantify energy saving opportunities.

READ MORE

Energy Efficiency Corner

Each issue, we will profile an energy efficiency tip from one of our Energy Solutions

Consultants. This issue meet Daniel Chum
READ MORE

Enbridge Helps Magna's Plastcoat Division Achieve Energy Efficiency

One of the common challenges a facility faces is that too much of the energy from the
industrial process is lost as waste heat. Leam more about the customized solution Enbridge
collaborated with Plastcoat did to achieve energy savings.
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Although the Company has developed strong relationships with many of
the larger industrial customers, Enbridge recognizes there is more work to
do in building engagement and developing contacts with the smaller
industrial customer base. In 2014, two telemarketing campaigns targeting
this customer segment were conducted. The campaigns were designed to
enhance the Company’s customer contact and customer information
database for the smaller industrial segment. Efforts also focused on
building awareness of the DSM program and increasing the newsletter
audience.

Enbridge launched the Industrial Energy Solutions Portal in April of 2014.
The portal is designed to help engage industrial customers and make it
possible for customers and service providers to secure the information they
require to make an informed decision online — anytime — as needed.

ENBRIDGE

Introg:lucmg the . The portal provides free tools to:
Enbfldge IndUStrlaI ¢ |dentify and quantify energy

Energy Solutions Portal Sitcierioy OpERIunen

Get information on energy saving technologies
¢ Calculate energy savings
* Apply for Enbridge financial incentives and
an energy assessment

Some of the technologies featured
on the portal include:

Air Compressors

Air Curtains/Rapid Air Doors
Condensing/Feedwater Economizers
Destratification Fans

Steam Traps

Insulation

Heating and Ventilation

Self Assessments/Energy Audits

Take advantage of the Enbridge program! Register for the portal!
Get up to 50%" off of the cost to implement www.enbridgegas.com/industrialportal

an energy efficiency technology.
ay fficie oy DIOgY. “Terms and condlitions apply. Visit www.enbridgegas.com/Industrial

The portal provides industrial customers, contractors and business
partners with the tools to:

Help evaluate efficiency opportunities;

Review energy savings and payback period estimates;
Request Enbridge incentive quotes;
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Access technical resources such as calculators, brochures and
articles;

Learn about upcoming training workshops and events; and
Request support from an Enbridge Energy Solutions Consultant.

Interest and traffic to the site has been encouraging and several
opportunities for the Company to assist customers with uncovering energy
efficiency improvements were generated through the portal.

Ontario’s industrial/manufacturing sector continues to face numerous
challenges in the face of global competition which include the high cost of
electricity. Enbridge expects electricity energy efficiency considerations will
continue to be a higher priority to customers relative to gas savings. For
the majority of Enbridge’s customers however, an individualized, customer-
focused approach to education will help increase awareness of the
opportunities and benefits associated with gas savings solutions.

The industrial sector utilizes most of its energy for process related
consumption as opposed to heating and ventilation purposes.
Consequently energy efficiency opportunities focused on the improvement
and optimization of these processes would benefit these customers. Many
industrial customers lack technical knowledge regarding energy efficient
technologies that may help improve these processes and reduce overall
energy consumption.

Enbridge continues to look for ways to improve and build on current offers
including examining approaches to support operational improvements
through energy monitoring and targeting. The Company plans to launch a
Comprehensive Energy Management offer as part of the next Multi-Year
DSM plan. The proposed offer will aim to encourage customers to
incorporate operational efficiency as part of their culture to ensure
improvements and investments are sustainable.
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Enbridge is a recognized leader in the area of energy efficiency programs
specifically designed for low income consumers and has been particularly
effective in building collaborative partnerships in the marketplace with
LDCs, municipalities and community service providers. Programming has
evolved considerably since DSM activities for this market were initially
offered in 2004.The Low Income program focuses on helping to reduce the
energy costs facing low income consumers and housing providers through
thermal envelope improvements as well as the installation of measures to
achieve water and space heating savings.

Specifically, the Company’s program delivery strategy focuses on
leveraging available tools and resources, community-based organizations
(CBOs) and local community channels. These groups have established
relationships with trusted organizations that support the social service
needs (housing affordability and environmental sustainability) of low
income consumers. Enbridge has recognized the benefits of collaboration
with these partners, including social and assisted housing support
networks, in helping to inform and improve program delivery.

There are two primary streams in the Low Income program targeting
distinct segments of this market: Single Family Buildings (Part 9) and Multi-
Residential Social Housing Buildings (Part 3). Programming for the low
income sector requires design and delivery considerations that are in many
ways unique from traditional approaches in the manner they reach out to
these vulnerable customers, encourage customer awareness and, in turn,
build participation. This community includes seniors, low wage households,
recent immigrants to Canada and people with special needs.

The Low Income program produced mixed results in 2014 relative to
scorecard performance targets. Results in the Single Family (Part 9)
segment were strong, totaling 25.67 million CCM, surpassing the middle
(100%) target. Results in the Multi-Residential (Part 3) segment, however,
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continued as in 2013 to be significantly below expectations with 29.80
million CCM*®, which is under the lower target.

Table 20. 2014 Low Income Scorecard

Targets 2014 Actual
Weight Lower Middle Upper Result

Component Metric

Single Family Cumulative Savings
(Part 9) (million m3)
Multi-residential Cumulative Savings
(Part 3) (million m3)

23.6 29.5

17.7

45% 48.15 64.2 80.25 29.80

Multi-residential Percent of Part 3
(Part 3) LIBPM ! Participants Enrolled ¢

5% 30% 40% 50% 74%

LIBPM - Low Income Building Performance Management is the Low Income offer complement to the
Commercial Run It Right (RIR) offer.

Low Income Building Performance Management (LIBPM) percentage of Part 3 buildings enrolled in
current year program = (x+y)/(x+y+z):
x = # of new LIBPM buildings in the current year that have participated in another aspect of the Low
Income program in a previous year of 2012-2014 plan; y = # of new LIBPM buildings in the current year
that have not previously participated in the Low Income program; z = # of buildings in the current year
that have implemented custom projects other than LIBPM.

Participation in the low income benchmarking initiative, LIBPM, continued
to be excellent in 2014 resulting in an achievement of 74% for this metric,
exceeding the upper target of 50%.

As outlined in Table 21, overall cumulative natural gas savings totalled
55.47 million CCM for the Low Income program.

16 This value is net of CPSV adjustment. Low Income Part 3 custom projects results are subject to the
Commercial CPSV realization rate adjustment as they are included in that verification study.
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Table 21. 2014 Low Income Results

CCM Target L. P Units
Actual CCM  $/CCM  Participants

Low Income Component 1
Installed

(100%)
Single Family (Part 9) 23,598,260 25,673,482 $0.1751
WIS e [l IR e lgd)l 64,255,160 29,801,158 $0.0648

Total/Average 87,853,420 55,474,640  $0.1158

Units installed refers to the number of units for prescriptive offers.
Participants refers to the number of unique addresses for custom projects.

In the social housing space, a key partner in the Enbridge franchise area is
Toronto Community Housing (TCH). As the largest social housing provider
in Canada and the second largest in North America, this group provides
homes to almost 59,000 low income households.

A significant number of projects from TCH were anticipated and taken into
account in the 2013-2014 DSM Plan Update. These projects were
expected to have substantial savings contributions. However, these
projects have been delayed due to funding cutbacks, increased analysis
requirements and additional approvals necessary for implementation.
Management and decision-making process changes within TCH over the
last two years continue to have an impact on Low Income DSM program
results in both the single family and multi-residential segments. The need
for additional reviews prior to project execution and the finalization of
decisions and implementation across the TCH housing portfolio have
significantly slowed results. Specifically, TCH has currently suspended
capital improvement projects in Part 3 buildings. In addition, no Part 9
buildings participated in the 2014 Winterproofing offer.

An announcement from the OPA regarding the early termination of the
“social housing adder”, where LDCs are providing financial incentives of up
to 50% of the project cost for social housing CDM projects, left housing
providers prioritizing CDM-related projects over natural gas energy
efficiency measures. Projects were required to be submitted for a
mandatory pre-approval in July 2014 for completion by the end of 2015 to
access this rich incentive offer.

55



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1
Filed: 2015-10-30

ENBRIDGE

2014 DSM Annual Report

GLOBE/Housing Services Corporation, as Enbridge’s program delivery
agent for the social housing sector, experienced significant internal
organizational and operational challenges that impacted its ability to deliver
on its performance targets for the year. New staff came on board, and new
processes were introduced during the year. With changes in strategic
direction and with a change in program focus on behalf of Enbridge to
pursue the private market, the partnership with GLOBE has evolved from
being a program delivery agent to a strategic communication channel
partner for Enbridge.

Single Family (Part 9)

Objectives

The goal of the Single Family Low Income offer is to
capture energy savings through the reduction of hot water
use and space heating demand in low income single
family households through the installation of thermal
envelope improvements, space heating and water saving
measures.

Target
Customer

This offer targets Rate 1 homeowners and tenants living in

low-rise homes within the Enbridge franchise area who

need assistance with their energy costs. Eligible

customers must meet the following criteria:

* Income is at or below 135% of Statistics Canada’s Low
Income Cut-Off (LICO);

» Occupants of single detached and low-rise multi-family
(3 stories or less);

« Private homeowner or tenant who pays their own gas
bills; or

» Tenants residing in social and assisted housing,
regardless of who pays the gas bills.

Income verification is required to participate in this offer.
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Metrics The primary metric is cumulative cubic meter (CCM)
savings.
Tracking In the case of Home Winterproofing, reports are submitted

Methodology

from delivery agents summarizing installation site
information (e.g., address, ownership, housing type) and
natural gas savings (m?®) calculated based on the results of
customized energy audits conducted by energy auditors.
Participation also is tracked by type of tenancy (i.e., social
housing or privately-owned dwellings).

Similarly, monthly reporting is provided by delivery agents
and summarizes savings per unit installed for each
prescriptive measures installed, if any. Monthly reports are
compiled by the Tracking and Reporting team, utilizing
EGD’s sales tracking software.

Offer
Description

The Low Income Home Winterproofing offer is available
for:

e qualified Part 9 buildings (three stories or less);

e private homeowners and residential tenants within
the EGD franchise who meet the established
income eligibility criteria;

e residents of social housing; and

e recipients of social assistance benefits.

For each Part 9 single family home, Enbridge aims to
comprehensively treat all cost-effective opportunities,
provided that the customer accepts all such measures.

Basic prescriptive measures including showerheads,
aerators, programmable thermostats and heat reflector
panels are offered.

The Winterproofing offer provides low income customers
with a free home energy audit and upgrades that may
include: attic, wall and/or basement insulation, door and
window caulking and draft-proofing.
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Enbridge’s main approach to delivering the Winterproofing
offer is to work with experienced and reliable delivery
agents who perform the energy audits and install
measures. Upgrades are determined by a free home
energy audit performed by a Certified Energy Auditor to
determine which cost-effective measures are most
appropriate for each home. Basic measures, as defined
above, are offered as part of the screening process. Once
the measures are installed, a second home energy audit is
conducted to verify the gas savings realized.

EnviroCentre, Green Communities, GLOBE (Green Light
on a Better Environment) and GreenSaver continued as
the four primary service providers contracted by Enbridge
to market and deliver the offer. These delivery agents
have extensive experience in energy efficiency audit and
retrofit delivery activities and are well established in their
communities with recognized connections to low income
constituents throughout the franchise area.

The strategy of delivering the offer in partnership with
community-based organizations with strong links to social
service agencies has continued throughout the three-year
multi-year plan. It has proven to be an effective way of
connecting with a hard-to-reach customer segment.
Where possible, delivery agents also refer participants to
the local electric utility’s conservation weatherization
program.

Cost-
Effectiveness

Low Income programs are often among the most
expensive to deliver. As per the Guidelines, the Low
Income program screening threshold is 0.70, the Low
Income program was cost-effective as supported by the
TRC screening above 1.0 (see Table 9 in Section 6). Gas
savings for the Part 9 sector were achieved at a cost of
$0.1751/CCM, as summarized in Table 22.
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2014 Results | Single Family (Part 9) results were solid in 2014. Actual
cumulative savings were 25.67 million CCM, as outlined in
Table 22 below. These results exceeded the middle
(100%) target 23.6 million CCM set out in the DSM Plan.

The Enbridge Home Winterproofing offer reached 1,107
low income households in 2014. Many of these homes
also received basic prescriptive measures including
showerheads and aerators. An additional 147 homes
benefitted from the installation of heat reflector panels
(included in the prescriptive measures available in 2014).

Table 22. 2014 Single Family (Part 9) Low Income Results

CCM Target . . 2 Units
Actual CCM s$/cCcm Participants

Low Income Component

(100%) Installed *

Single Family (Part 9) 23,598,260 25,673,482 $0.1751 1,107

Units Installed refers to the number of units for prescriptive offers.
Participants refers to the number of unique addresses for Home Winterproofing.

Table 23. 2012-2014 Multi-Year Part 9 Results

Actual CCM Actual CCM Actual CCM
2014 2013 2012

Low Income Component

Single Family (Part 9) 25,673,482 32,904,684 24,708,220

As summarized in Table 24, the analysis of projects completed in 2014
shows that average annual gas savings from the 510 social housing
properties completed were 903 m* and the 597 privately-owned homes had
an average annual gas savings of 918 m°.
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Table 24. Home Winterproofing — Average Project Savings

Average Annual

2014 Home Winterproofing Average Project Savings Gas Savings
(m3)

Total
Participants

Average Annual Gas Savings/Home - Social Housing 903 510
Average Annual Gas Savings/Home - Privately-Owned 918 597
Average/Total - All Projects 911 1107

In terms of both the number of projects completed and the CCM savings,
social housing projects accounted for 46% of results and privately-owned
projects accounted for 54%.

Table 25. Home Winterproofing—Social Housing and Privately-
Owned

2014 Home Winterproofing 2014 Home Winterproofing
Participants CCM Savings

Social
Housing CCM
Savings
11,518,400

# Social

# Privately- Housing

Owned Projects
Projects 510
597 46%

54%

46%

Notwithstanding the lack of gas savings expected from the Toronto social
housing sector, significant savings were driven by the participation of other
social housing providers as well as through delivery efforts to the privately-
owned low income housing customer base.

Following a series of comprehensive interviews with key external
stakeholders of the program, it became apparent that the lack of
understanding regarding the service and the terminology being used was
posing a significant barrier to participation in the offer. Customers in this
market simply do not understand what “weatherization” is or what it means.
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As a result, there was a significant improvement made to the Single Family
Low Income effort in 2014, with the complete rebranding of the former
Weatherization offer. Home Winterproofing was introduced early in 2014
and involved a full repositioning of outreach, marketing support materials
and communication campaigns. Obvious financial barriers, challenging
housing conditions, competing priorities and core needs as well as low
customer awareness require customized outreach activities and well-
designed marketing approaches.

The new name, brand and materials were developed to focus messaging
on “warmth and comfort”. A logo was developed to deliver a recognizable
and welcoming image for the offer. The logo depicts the home enveloped
with a toque on the roof and a scarf to support the concept and goal of
warming and increasing comfort in the home.

N

WINTERPROOFINg

with this FREE
Home Winterproofing
Program

QMBHIDGE'

)

PROGRAM

enbridgegas.com/winterproofing

Specific new marketing efforts in 2014 included:

A new brochure including fresh illustration-style graphics to
represent homes “avoiding” the cold in a simple and memorable
way. The brochure also incorporated the customer application form
in one document for simplicity.
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Stay
comfortable
and save

energy all
winter.

How do | qualify?

W you answer “yes™ fo all thes

1. Is your homa heated by natural gas =

2. fre you @ customer of Enbridge Gas Drétributen?

3. Do yoii pay your own natural gas bill? 1
to—4)

A you also qualify if you participate in one of e following
[Eovernment asiclance programs:
= Dintanc Works.

Apply now
and you
will start

« Aliowanca for Survivers
. Income Supg « Ot diility Support Program
» National Child Berefd Supplemont  » Electne Utility HAP Program

» Allcweancn for Seniors + Hoalttry Smédes. Ontario Chikd
Dentsl Program

Or your housshold income is no mare
than the amounts on the following charl.
{ipkon T im0 i Pousoress mambary 1 yoars o ko)

Howsehold Sizn Marimem Gross
Asnual incoma

e (1) Dccupant $31,923

Two (2} Occupants 539,744

Thres {3} Qccupants 48,861

Four {4) Occupants $563,322

Five (5) Gecupants $67.263

Six (6] Decupants £75,882 -

Séven (7) of Mors Occupants 584,484

How do | apply?

1. Mail or fax the application 1o
he Enbridge Program Delivery
MAgant in your area or Enbridga
Gis Destribution by Decomber
31, 2014, The addresses are
on thi: back of this brochune

oR

Call the Enteidge Program
Delvary Aganl in your area.
Numbers ane listed on the
back. They may ba able to
pre-quality your home over tha
phane. You will need to provide
a signed application, proof

of incoma, and

[ 3

» The account number ca your
s bill

= A copy of your last income
tax asspssmant or benadit
statemenl,

Why should | participate?

* Save money, The program can
cut your ety uss by 30%

= Be more comfortable.

An endrgy-afficient home has
fiewar drafts, and lets you
control the temperature.

» Gat healthler. Fewer deafts mean
a more comfortable home for
you and yousr family

* Increase tee value of your home.
Buyers and tenants (tka snargy-
efficiant homes.

= Protect the snvironment.

The less anargy you use, tha

®e
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Campaigns encouraged customers to sign up for the program ahead
of the heating season and have the Winterproofing measures
installed in preparation for the cold weather.

Transit ads were included on buses travelling in and around
Toronto/GTA, Niagara, Simcoe, Durham, Peterborough and Ottawa
areas.

Get ready now with the FREE Home Winterproofing rogram

$20 Gift Card for the first 200 who complete the Winterproofing pre-audit*

For program details and eligibility please visit enbridgegas.com/winterproofing
* Dffer expires September 1, 2014

ENBRIDGE

Two seasonal campaigns — “Spring into Winter” and “Fall into
Winter” were run in June and September. Campaigns encouraged
customers to complete the free Home Winterproofing pre-audit with

the additional incentive of $20 gift cards.

A social media campaign was developed to promote awareness

across various channels.

Posters were developed for use within various social agencies, in
particular for the Low Income Energy Assistance Program (LEAP)
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in-take agencies and Member of Provincial Parliament (MPP)
constituency office to post on their bulletin boards in key locations.
An acrylic pocket was attached to hold brochures.

Enbridge facilitated webinars and information sessions targeted to
audiences of social agencies and community groups at a local level to
promote program awareness, introduce the new program concept and
outline updated marketing materials.

Feedback from delivery agents supported the observation that an
increased number of participants in 2014 came from low income home
owners who responded to the new marketing/advertising by inquiring about
the offer.

A revised LEAP outbound calling campaign was new for 2014. Enbridge
developed a scripted outreach approach for the Enbridge Call Center. The
script supported outbound calls to LEAP participants for the purpose of
providing information regarding the offer and directing them to the
appropriate delivery agent to determine offer eligibility. An estimated 7% of
LEAP participants who Enbridge attempted to contact were ultimately
transferred to a delivery agent in their area to discuss the Home
Winterproofing opportunity. Moving forward, Enbridge LEAP intake is being
centralized to a single agency and efforts are underway to streamline
LEAP and Home Winterproofing applications. This effort should improve
the uptake for the offer resulting from follow up calls to LEAP participants.

The Low Income offer included the small-scale introduction of an additional
prescriptive measure for the Single Family segment to improve energy
savings results and/or program delivery efficiencies. In collaboration with
PEEL Living, heat reflector panels were incorporated into the screening
process and, where applicable, were offered to customers for installation.
GreenSaver was trained on the installation of the measure. The heat
reflector panels are PVC panels with an aluminized surface designed to
reflect radiant heat. They are installed in between the hot water heating
units (radiator/convector) and the wall to reduce heat loss and reflect heat
back into a room. In 2015, Enbridge will facilitate further training sessions
with the manufacturer and other delivery agents to expand this effort.
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With a focus on ongoing program improvement efforts, training and quality
control improvements directed to delivery agents continued in 2014. Data
collection protocols, outlines and checklists to support work plan
documentation and reporting requirements were reviewed to support
continuous improvement for effective tracking and reporting.

Enbridge continues to encourage delivery agents to cross-promote Ontario
Power Authority’s (OPA) funded saveONenergy Home Assistance Program
(HAP) aimed at electricity focused energy efficiency while concurrently
delivering the Home Winterproofing offer. This approach serves to benefit
the customer by encouraging participation in both offers and maximizing
potential energy savings. Enbridge will continue to explore opportunities for
collaboration with electric utilities for efficiencies in delivering offers for low
income customers.

Enbridge will expand its work with the Ontario Non-Profit Housing
Association (ONPHA) in 2015 to create increased awareness, visibility and
education about the Company’s Low Income initiatives in addition to its
usual participation at ONPHA's regional meetings and annual conference.

The Low Income program will continue to be a priority for Enbridge in 2015.
The program will focus on uncovering energy savings in a market that
benefits from resulting cost savings as well as through other non-energy
related societal benefits. Obvious financial barriers, challenging housing
conditions, competing priorities and core needs as well as low customer
awareness will continue to require customized outreach activities.

Multi-Residential (Part 3)

Objectives The goal of the Multi-Residential Low Income offer is to
capture energy savings through the reduction of space
heating demand and hot water use in low income multi-
residential buildings through the installation of thermal
envelope improvements, space heating and water saving
measures.
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Target This offer targets Rate 6 multi-residential social housing
Customer providers and managers. In addition, the offer was
extended in 2014 to include Rate 6 eligible owners and
property managers of privately-owned multi-unit
residential buildings (MURBS), which provide housing to a
market that includes low income customers and families
based on screening criteria established in collaboration
with Enbridge’s Low Income Consultative Working Group.

Metrics The primary metric is cumulative cubic meter (CCM)
savings.

Tracking As with Commercial custom projects, the savings for each

Methodology

custom project are calculated on an individual basis.
Additionally, savings per unit installed for each type of
prescriptive measure are tracked and totalled. Results are
recorded and summarized through a monthly tracking
process utilizing EGD'’s sales tracking software.

Offer
Description

Low Income Multi-Residential (Part 3) efforts help social
housing providers and MURB managers improve the
energy efficiency of aging buildings by offering the direct
installation of basic energy savings measures. The offer
alos provides financial support for custom retrofit and
operational improvement projects - equipment
replacement, thermal envelope improvements and
controls. The Low Income Multi-Residential Custom offer
takes a “building as a system approach” to energy
efficiency. It targets housing providers, building operators
and tenants with a range of measures and includes
enhanced financial incentives, technical information
services, building assessments/audits, education and
project facilitation.

Financial barriers inherent in the Low Income sector
related to limited capital availability are addressed by
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providing an increased financial incentive relative to the
standard custom offer, which provides $0.10/ m® saved.
Retrofits targeted at the Low Income sector are incented
based on $0.40/m? of gas saved (up from $0.30 in 2013)
for custom measures including building envelope, fans,
boilers, heat recovery/economizers and make-up air units.
Incentives are based on annual natural gas savings up to
50% of project cost.

Prescriptive equipment replacement is incented at a set
dollar amount depending on efficiency levels. These
measures include specific condensing/high efficiency
boilers, energy recovery ventilation systems and heat
recovery ventilation systems. A free direct install
showerhead installation program is also available.

Technical issues are addressed by engaging sector
experts to provide a suite of services including
benchmarking, energy audits, technical assistance and
project facilitation. Energy audits are incented as follows:
50% off up to $5,000 per building or $0.01 per m* gas
consumed.

For 2014, GLOBE, a subsidiary of the Housing Services
Corporation (HSC), was engaged to provide program
management and delivery services for the social housing
Multi-Residential Low Income offers. The one exception is
Toronto Community Housing, which is the largest single
social housing provider in the country. TCH requires
dedicated account management services from Enbridge,
therefore the Company works directly with TCH on its
multi-residential energy efficiency projects.

Low-flow showerheads and heat reflector panels are
provided on a direct install basis to eligible buildings.
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Cost-
Effectiveness

As per the Guidelines, the Low Income program TRC
screening threshold is 0.70. The Low Income program
was cost-effective as supported by the TRC screening
above 1.0 (see Table 9 in Section 6). Gas savings for the
Part 3 sector were achieved at a cost of $0.0648/CCM, as
summarized in Table 26 below.

Evaluation
Activities

Following internal verification review of all Low Income
Multi-Residential custom projects by the DSM technical
group, a further verification of Low Income custom
projects is undertaken as part of the Commercial Custom
Project Savings Verification (CPSV) process.

An independent third-party engineering review, the
Commercial Custom Project Savings Verification (CPSV),
is conducted annually. The scope of work for this review is
set out in a Terms of Reference established by the
Technical Evaluation Committee (included as Appendix
A). This verification study consists of a detailed review of
the savings calculations for a statistically representative
sample of Commercial sector custom projects (including
Low Income Multi-Residential) claimed in 2014. The
Commercial CPSV is summarized in Appendix B, and the
prescribed sampling methodology followed to establish
the selected projects is referenced in Appendix I.
Reported results incorporate adjustments recommended
by the engineering review followed by the determination of
a realization rate adjustment as outlined in Appendix D.

2014 Results

The Multi-Residential offer faced significant challenges in
meeting aggressive savings targets established for 2014.
CCM natural gas savings were 29.8 million CCM, below
the lower target metric.
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Table 26. 2014 Multi-Residential (Part 3) Low Income Results

CCM Target Participants Units
8 Actual CCM  $/CCM Zp

Low Income Component

(100%) Installed *

W EC el I N (e Ta#e) 64,255,160 29,801,158 $0.0648

Units installed refers to the number of units for prescriptive offers.
Participants refers to the number of unique addresses for custom projects.

Table 27. 2012-2014 Multi-Year Part 3 Results

Actual CCM Actual CCM Actual CCM
2014 2013 2012

Low Income Component

Multi-Residential (Part 3) 29,801,158 27,314,154 43,407,789

As the largest social housing provider in the country, TCH is a significantly
large customer in Enbridge’s low income customer group. Internal
management changes, operational challenges and funding shortfalls as
well as changing representation in the municipal government following
elections have meant no resolution regarding the re-evaluation of initiatives
and the re-prioritization of multi-residential energy efficiency projects. This
scenario has continued in 2014, as in 2013, to have a significant negative
impact on Part 3 results. Enbridge remains committed to assisting TCH by
providing the much-needed technical support to better understand their
portfolio and provide the direction to identify the opportunities that align
with their priorities.

As in 2013, the offer continued to be directed to social housing providers
elsewhere in the Enbridge franchise area. The offer involved direct
engagement between EGD and social housing management groups as
well as third-party delivery channels. No significant changes were made in
2014 to the process for capturing, calculating and tracking savings.

Retrofit fatigue in the social housing sector persists with the lingering
effects of the Social Housing Renovation and Retrofit Program (SHRRP)
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and the Renewable Energy Initiative (REI) in the past five years and, most
recently, with the accelerated application deadline for social housing
projects under saveONenergy. These concurrent programs have created
an additional challenge to engage housing providers to work with Enbridge
for additional or deeper energy saving opportunities.

Enbridge and the Low Income Consultative Working Group continued to
work collaboratively in 2014, with additional resources as necessary, to
develop protocols for including privately-owned multi-residential buildings
in the Low Income program within the City of Toronto based on available
data specific to this municipality. The protocols are based on the following
established principles:

Eligibility: To be eligible to participate in the Low Income program, it
should be established that privately-owned multi-residential
buildings have a high proportion of low income tenants.

Screening for eligibility: Screening will be based on the data
available within a given region in consultation with the Low Income
Consultation subgroup.

Impact on Rents: Participation of privately-owned multi-residential
buildings through building owner or management participation
should not result in a rent increase to building tenants.

Benefits to Tenants: Participation of multi-residential privately-
owned buildings in the Low Income program should include
measures that will result in direct benefit to tenants, e.g., in-suite
measures that increase comfort and health.

As a result of the efforts mentioned above, the Low Income Part 3 offer
was expanded in the fall of 2014 to include privately-owned Part 3 multi-
residential buildings in the City of Toronto. Delivery to this target group of
customers involved the assistance of EGD ESCs in identifying projects.
The offer included the direct install of heat reflector panels targeted to
privately-owned multi-residential buildings in Toronto.
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Get these heat reflectors
installed in your building

atno cost toyou.

The and in your apartment builing 1o ke all of your and
cormfortable. et much of the heat they gensrate goes right imbo the exterion wall. That costs you monsy in wastsd
anergy. It als et going into your tenants’ suitss, so they're kess comfortable.

You can have these Enbricgs Gas I working to reduce snargy uss In our city. Enbridgs and Novitherm

heat reflectors hawa come together to offer you heat reflectors for each apartment unit in your bulkding.

installed at no cost. The reflactons are professionally Installed, requine 2m malmenancs, and for & imitsd
‘time are being offened &t po cost. That's good for you, your tenants and the emironment.

How the heat ‘Withaut a reflector, wasted heat Is.absorbed by exderior wall.

reflector works. Wt this reflacton, over 0% of that haat Is reflectad back Mo the room.

‘T stisln o bast rasutts o your Ra et ¥ oeiors, oL 48 K e HaAr oy By Turmirs 1 oo kgt mpan.

Contact us today at 1-888-427-8888

INOVITHERM"

Moving forward, Enbridge will work with the Low Income Consultative sub-
group to develop protocols for additional municipalities based on the data
and information available in those areas on a case-by-case basis.

In partnership with the City of Toronto’s Tower Renewal Office, Enbridge’s
campaign leveraged the extensive work the City has done to understand
the building towers, residents and social planning needs of communities.
These efforts are part of the continuing collaborative work Enbridge
undertook with the United Way Toronto (UWT) in the 2013 private multi-
residential demonstration program. Enbridge utilized the City of Toronto
Tower Renewal Office where census tract information showed 40% and
above of residents are low income persons (using the Low Income
Measure (LIM) as the primary indicator) living in buildings eight stories or
greater and where the buildings are located in City-determined
communities with high social needs, i.e. Neighborhood Improvement
Areas.
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With the Federation of Rental Property Owners (FRPO) as part of the Low
Income Working Group, Enbridge is engaging FRPO as the largest
organization representing private rental housing providers to promote the
program to its membership.

Is the Multi-Residential Save money on Earay InintE et
Program right for capital improvements | secial Housing Sector

oy Entsridge Gon Dimritnmes
my organization? kiancEamicss

that reduce anergy use and improve et Dol try GLOBE

Enbridge fixed dollar
and custom incentives
offer a great opportunity
to upgrade equipment.

They enable you te offset the costs of retrofits and to benefit
from on-geing energy efficiency savings that also help shorten
the payback period.

Incentives Energy Audits

&Beneﬁts If you conduct an sndngy audi, you're SEibis 10 recenve oihor half the cost of
e enargy sudit up 16 $5,000 or $0.01/m? of gas consumad in the Most eant
calendar year

Capital Improvements*

Replacing heating and systems ar equip Enbrldge

Fined dollar incentives that start at $1,000 are available for smaller-sized Custom

condornng or hgh-oficiency boers, snergy recovary ventiaton and haat E

recovery ventiaton yatems. Incentives

Larger, energy-saving capital improverments

“Custom’ incentives for retrofits such a5 boders, make-up air unts, and rewa_rd Your 5
[AINg SMVBIOPS URJFACSS, NCENtveS AT CACLITIAD on Projected TSt years eff|c|ency gains

natural gag savings at the rate of $0.40/m* saved up 1o a §100,000 lmas*

Covers the supply and installaton of enegy-sfficient showerheads
imanutactursr-specified flow rate of 1.5 gallons per minuts or kes) to replace
standard showerheads (flow rate of 2.5 gallons per minuts or greaten).”

The Company will continue to engage multiple levels of management
within municipal housing providers — from operational, “on-the-ground” staff
to senior strategic-level management — to help in addressing barriers and
facilitate decisions. This engagement will be particularly important in
propelling efforts to implement energy efficiency projects for housing
providers such as Toronto Community Housing.

In the affordable housing building community, resident engagement has
become a critical and influential factor in decision-making, successful
project implementation and ensuring the sustainability of savings.
Therefore, Enbridge will need to continue to co-ordinate its efforts with the
understanding that resident input to the budgeting considerations of
housing providers is commonplace in the project planning process.

71



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1
Filed: 2015-10-30

ENBRIDGE

2014 DSM Annual Report

17

Objectives

This initiative is designed to provide participants with
detailed energy and water consumption information and
benchmarking reports at no cost. The goal is to raise the
level of awareness on energy usage. In addition, coaching
is provided on possible areas of improvement, energy
efficiency tips and energy efficiency opportunities.

Target
Customer

Rate 6 multi-residential social housing providers and
managers.

Metrics

The metric for this offer is based on the percentage of Part
3 buildings enrolled in the current year. Building owners or
managers who have “enrolled” in Low Income Building

Performance Management are counted towards the metric.

The formula for calculating the percentage of Part 3
buildings enrolled in the current-year Low Income Building
Performance Management offer is as follows:

% LIBPM = _ (x+V)

(x +y+ z) where:

x = Number of new LIBPM buildings in the current year
that have participated in another aspect of the Low Income
program in a previous year of the 2012-2014 plan;
y = Number of new LIBPM buildings participating in current
year that have not previously participated in the Low
Income program; and,
z = Number of buildings in the current year that have
implemented custom projects other than LIBPM.

Tracking
Methodology

Participating buildings are required to complete an
Enrollment and Participation form. Copies of these forms

17 Low Income Building Performance Management is the Low Income offering complement to the
Commercial Run it Right (RiR) offering.
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are tracked along with copies of quarterly reports delivered
by GLOBE and sent to participants as well as annual
reports summarizing natural gas savings for each
participant.

The offer undergoes monthly tracking by the Tracking and
Reporting team, utilizing EGD’s sales tracking software.

Offer
Description

As outlined in the 2013-2014 Update (EB-2012-0394) and
in recognition of the need for a Building Performance
Management offer directed at the Low Income sector, the
concept of the Commercial Run it Right activity was
modified to reflect the needs of social housing providers
and the characteristics of social housing buildings. The
Low Income Building Performance Management initiative
(LIBPM) has been simplified to include:

e benchmarking specifically developed for the social
housing sector;

¢ analysis of historical consumption data;

e development of recommendations for reducing
consumption; and

e assessment of resulting changes in consumption 12
months later based on changes in actual gas usage.

In line with the Low Income delivery strategy of leveraging
and/or enhancing existing sector and delivery agents’
networks, Enbridge entered into an agreement with
GLOBE/HSC.

Initially developed as a one-year trial program, GLOBE
secured funding from the OPA to pilot an electricity-
focused benchmarking initiative. Enbridge engaged
GLOBE to enhance and expand the building subscription
of its Utility Management Program (UMP) to include gas
benchmarking and consumption analysis.
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Through this initiative, the energy consumption of
participating buildings is tracked over a twelve-month
period. Quarterly reports are generated for each

building. Follow-up calls are made by GLOBE/HSC to
“underperformers” based on the benchmarks established,
to provide coaching and identify pathways to energy
savings — from improved operational practices to energy
savings incentives. The quarterly report is also used to
generate program awareness and as a means to identify
potential projects for custom or prescriptive offers.

2014 Results

The 2014 year saw continued good interest in the
marketplace for this offer, and Enbridge reached a
significant number of buildings. There were 183 properties
that participated in the LIBPM offer in 2014. Based on the
calculation outlined for the metric, this resulted in a score
of 74% for this metric, well above the upper target for this
initiative.

The partnership with Enbridge has allowed GLOBE to continue expanding
the UMP initiative well beyond its initial efforts in 2012 and make the
necessary enhancements to improve usability and functionality of the tool
for housing providers.

Social housing providers in Enbridge’s Multi-Residential program
are also eligible for additional ways to reduce costs:

N

Ut'l't UMP provides personalized quarterly reports
I I y on your building’s utility performance over

Management Program

ENBRIDGE receive reports for one year.

time. You also get access to services to help you
reduce your utility costs and maximize your
investments in energy-saving capital projects.
The UMP program is offered by HSC to social
housing providers independent of Enbridge.
However, as a participant in the Enbridge
multi-residential pregram, you can choose to
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Enbridge’s will continue its support for UMP as it serves as a lead
generator for retrofit and other energy savings opportunities.

The initiative has been well-received by housing providers and service

managers over the last two years; Enbridge will continue its partnership
with HSC in supporting UMP through the LIBPM initiative into 2015.
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As defined in the Board’s DSM Guidelines, “market transformation
programs are focused on facilitating fundamental changes that lead to
greater market shares of energy efficient products and services, and on
influencing consumer behaviour and attitudes that support reduction in
natural gas consumption. They are designed to make a permanent change
in the marketplace over a long period of time.”*® Enbridge’s Market
Transformation program comprises offers for both new construction sectors
(Commercial and Residential) as well as an offer directed to the existing
residential sector.

Enbridge is pleased to report that 2014 was a successful year with respect
to the performance of the Market Transformation (MT) program. Each of
the Company’s three offers in this program has seen increasing recognition
in the marketplace from the respective target market groups that each was
intended to educate and influence in support of reducing natural gas
consumption. On a weighted scorecard basis, all three of the offers met or
exceeded their upper performance targets.

Savings by Design Residential and Savings by Design Commercial are
designed to influence the new construction sector and were introduced in
2012 in conjunction with the current multi-year plan. These offers were
developed to play a role, both through education and influence, in
demonstrating to builders/developers ways of building to standards above
the current building code requirements and achieve energy performance
savings.

The Home Labelling (Rating) offer was developed to influence the home
re-sale marketplace by helping individuals to understand what a home
rating represents and the value it brings to homebuyers and sellers.

18 “Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities” (EB-2008-0346), OEB, June 30, 2011,
page 10.
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New Construction

SBD Residential Charrette

Objectives

The goal of the Residential Savings by Design program is
to use the Integrated Design Process (IDP) to demonstrate
to builders the potential for achieving higher levels of
energy and environmental performance through the
application of alternative design approaches. In order to
realize the potential that the IDP demonstrates to the
builder, performance incentives are provided. These
incentives encourage the construction of new homes to an
energy efficiency standard 25% above the level prescribed
in the 2012 Ontario Building Code, (“OBC”). EGD expects
that Residential SBD will help builders see the value of the
IDP approach, striving to encourage adoption on an
ongoing basis.

Target
Customer

The offer targets builders and designers of new, Part 9
residential low-rise houses (towns, semis and detached
homes) in the Enbridge franchise territory. The intent is to
engage builders who construct multiple homes in any
given year.
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Metrics

There were two metrics for SBD Residential in 2014. The
first metric tracks the number of previously non-
participating eligible builders that enroll and take part in the
IDP; the second metric tracks the number of homes built to
the SBD specifications over the course of the year.

Tracking
Methodology

This offer requires a commitment from builders to construct
within a three-year time frame following the completion of
the IDP. In order to follow up on the builder commitment,
the Channel Consultants maintain regular contact with
builders to ensure proper submission procedures are
followed for the builders to receive incentives.

Offer
Description

The SBD Residential offer has been developed to address
lost opportunities in the Residential new construction
sector. The offer focuses on engaging building industry
stakeholders and leveraging industry capabilities to
encourage builders to make informed decisions that realize
potential energy savings. By educating builders on how to
build more energy efficient buildings, along with providing
a building incentive, the Company influences these
builders to first “design it right”, then “build it right” and,
finally, “sell it right”.

SBD is designed to provide a variety of support activities
for builders of new homes from the early design phase
through to construction. Savings by Design is a process-
based approach involving:

e Visioning Session — to define the builder’s
sustainability priorities and opportunities;

e Integrated Design Process Session — to identify and
evaluate strategies to meet the builder’'s sustainability
goals and the SBD energy reduction target of 25%
beyond code through application of energy modelling;

e Building Energy Modelling — to evaluate energy
performance baselines and proposed
improvements.
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This consultation involves connecting participating design
teams with leading industry experts and other stakeholders
as they consider alternative approaches to energy and
environmental performance. Through this process, the
team works with the builder to explore opportunities to
achieve higher energy performance. Starting with the
building envelope (windows, wall structure, insulation) and
moving inward with HVYAC mechanicals and lighting, the
Savings by Design team guides the builder through a
design process to achieve a modelled building that
performs to at least 25% better than 2012 OBC.

In addition, depending on the specific priorities identified
during the visioning session, experts from fields such as
lighting, storm water management, sustainable land-use
planning or renewable energy can be engaged to provide
further value to the IDP.

In order to receive the incentive, builders must agree to
allow a third-party service provider to provide testing and
verification services to ensure that constructed homes are
built with 25% greater energy efficiency than required
under the current OBC.

2014 Results

As illustrated in Table 28, in the third year for this offer,
Residential SBD was successful in enrolling 23 new
builders who completed the IDP process in 2014. The
result exceeds the upper target for this metric. In addition,
there were 1,059 new homes built in relation to the
completed units metric. In other words, for builders who
have enrolled and completed the IDP process since 2012,
these were the homes constructed through the initiative
that had features consistent with SBD standards of 25%
above OBC (as illustrated in the builder’s IDP). This result
exceeded the middle target for completed units in 2014.
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Table 28. 2014 Residential Savings by Design Scorecard

Targets 2014 Actual

Component Metric
Weight Lower Middle Upper Result

1000 1,250

Completed Units 750

Residential Savings

by Design Previously Non-Participating

60% 12 16 20 23

Builders Enrolled *

Eligible builders based on a minimum of 50 homes built in the prior year.

Table 29. SBD Residential 2012-2014 Results

2014 Actual 2013 Actual 2012 Actual

Component Metric
P Results Results Results

Completed Units !

RES L E]

Savings by Design Previously Non-Participating

Builders Enrolled *

Metric not applicable in 2012.
Eligible builders based on a minimum of 50 homes built in the prior year.

In 2014, SBD Residential has continued to successfully expose additional
builders to the IDP initiative while also working with previous attendees to
assist them in building homes to the improved standards set out in the
offer.

SBD Residential is a relationship-based effort. Success with the offer is
reliant on the efforts of EGD Channel Consultants in recruiting key decision
makers of building companies to reassess their approach to building
design as it relates to their energy efficiency considerations; and as a
means of preventing lost opportunities and realizing deep energy savings.
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Feedback from builders that have participated in an IDP indicates that they
recognize the potential of alternative planning and design approaches as a
means to achieving improved energy and environmental performance in
their projects.

Drawing on the experience, expertise and interests of all stakeholders, the
offer has provided a forum for enhanced relationship development between
Enbridge, builders, municipalities and other industry participants.

Enbridge ensured that participants were made aware of other energy
efficiency programs available, including the Ontario Power Authority (OPA)
funded saveONenergy Residential New Construction program aimed at
electricity focused energy efficiency, in an effort to ensure the builder could
take advantage of other potential energy savings.

Enbridge has gained further insight into the sales and marketing
challenges facing builders, and is continuing to develop and evolve
consumer-facing marketing collateral to support builder efforts to sell
energy efficiency. These materials will be enhanced on a regular basis as
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more learning from builders and their customers continue to drive

marketing innovation.

Your Guide to

SBD Sales Collateral

Use these marketing materials to help educate homebuyers on the advantages of owning a Savings by Design (SBD) home.
All pieces will be co-branded with your own company logo (see reverse for how to supply your logo to us).

SAVINGS

Live ®

€D live.savingsbydesign.ca Website

This website has detailed information on what
makes a Savings by Design home a smart choice.
The URL appears on all collateral, along with a

QR code that consumers can scan with their
smartphone to be brought to the site immediately.
Your team can alse refer to the site on screento
help explain the SBD home features.

9 Consumer Benefits Banner

This self-supporting banner should be displayed
somewhere near the entrance of your sales centre.
Its purpose is to quickly educate consumers on
the four main bensfits of owning a Savings by
Design home, and drive them to visit the website
or scan the QR code to leam more.

) SBD Home Features Poster

This poster should be displayed prominently

in your sales centre. Its purpose is to show
consumers the key energy efficient upgrades
that would be included in a Savings by Design
home, and alsa to work as a reference for your
tearn as they explain some of the upgrades.

GET COMFORT
AND BAVINGS BLILT
AKGHT IN

GET COMFORT
AND BAVINGS BUILT
RIGHT IN

(rle Larac)

Live B 0t

\GET COMFORT
AND SAVINGE BUILT
RIGHT IN

v in [l

Live bl ot

e

Size: 3157%78°

Quantity: 1 of your choice of 3 versions
Price: $350 {first supply is courtesy of Enbridge)

Size: 18724

Quantity: 1
Price: 550 {first supply is courtesy of Enbridge)

As part of the IDP charrette, a sales and marketing module was added to
address a builder-identified barrier in upselling energy efficiency homes to

prospective buyers.

Builders continue to face external challenges to achieving their targets for
construction of new energy efficient homes due to lack of consumer
demand, land access issues and market fluctuations.
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GET COMFORT AND
SAVINGS BUILT RIGHT IN

Through the Savings by
Design program,
[E= can go above

and beyond code.

© Atight “building envelope” © Energy efficient heating © Energy efficient lighting such
© Advanced framing and cooling systems as CFLs and LEDs
© Advanced ventilation © Water conservation measures

© Air sealing or weatherproofing

© High-performance windows © High efficiency water heater © Future Proofing

© Inoreased R-value Insulation ' Drain Water Heat

Recovery units .
. insulat El SAVINGS
asement insulation @ Energy efficient appliances 1 lve L BY DESIGN

LOWER LESS BETTER FUTURE
ENVIRONMENTAL AR PROCF
s IMPACT QUALITY ASSURANCE

= 2 Ask us about our Savings by Design homes.
Egfe®  Or, learn more at .savingsbydesign.ca

Builders continue to express a desire to participate in multiple charrettes
due to the heterogeneous nature of the disparate developments. EGD has
recognized the value in this idea, specifically as it relates to the impact that
multiple IDP patrticipations could have on builder culture.

Builders have responded that, given the opportunity, they would benefit
from going through the design process for subsequent projects since each
development is unique in terms of housing and environmental impacts.

Participation in the offer includes a commitment from builders to construct
within a three-year time frame following the completion of the IDP. The
number of incentivized homes built and the associated incentive payable
was not realized in the 2014 offer year. The offer continues to have an
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outstanding incentive commitment to these participants over the multi-year
period.

The current DSM framework and planning process, including the budget
timeframe, is structured to address programs in one-year “windows”. The
SBD Residential offer currently provides builders a three-year horizon in
which to complete the homes that are eligible to be incented through the
offer. Enbridge has identified some concerns from a forecasting
perspective such that managing commitments made to participants over a
multi-year period is proving challenging with annual (one-year) budgets. In
Enbridge’s 2015-2020 Multi-Year DSM Plan (EB-2015-0049), the Company
has proposed the use of a deferral account to address this challenge.
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SBD Commercial Charrette

Objectives

The goal of the Commercial Savings by Design offer is to
use the Integrated Design Process to demonstrate to
builders the potential for achieving higher levels of energy
and environmental performance through the application of
alternative design approaches. The offer is intended to
support this demonstration and awareness with incentives
that encourage builders to use the knowledge gained in
the IDP to design and build buildings that are more
energy efficient. EGD expects that Commercial SBD will
help builders see the value of the IDP approach, striving
to encourage adoption on an ongoing basis.

Target
Customer

This offer is targeted at builders and designers of new,
Part 3 commercial buildings in the Enbridge franchise
territory. Enbridge targets its promotional activity to
owners, builders and developers, design teams including
architects, design engineers and energy modelers.
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Metrics

Builders and developers who enroll in the offer and
complete the IDP process are eligible to be counted
towards performance targets. As per EB-2012-0394,
metrics are based on the number of projects to which a
developer commits, i.e. “the same developer with
different clients and different kinds of projects may be
counted multiple times. A minimum 100,000 square feet
requirement applies to each project. A project is defined
as either a single building or multiples of the same
building by the same company that add up to 100,000
square feet."*®

Tracking
Methodology

Enroliment entails a signed memorandum of
understanding with a builder or developer containing a
commitment to participate in the Commercial Savings by
Design offer and participate in the IDP process. The
builder commits to constructing building(s) to the IDP
standard within five years in order to receive
performance incentives. EGD Channel Consultants
maintain regular contact with builders to track project
status to project completion. Charrette reports for each
IDP are maintained to provide a record of information on
preliminary estimated savings for each project.
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Offer
Description

Enbridge has provided commercial new construction
programming since 1999, beginning with the Design
Assistance Program (“DAP”), which was developed to
engage the new building design community to design and
model new construction buildings to higher levels of
energy efficiency.

The Commercial Savings by Design offer was designed
and developed for delivery beginning in 2012 to
encourage developers to build/construct Part 3 buildings
to 25% above 2012 OBC. The offer includes the following

19 EB-2012-0394, Exhibit B, Tab 1, Schedule 3, page 17 of 20.
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types of activities:

e Improving sizing and design;

e Optimization of passive solar, day lighting and natural
ventilation;

e Integration of high efficiency lighting and HVAC
systems;

e Integration of lighting and HVAC controls in response
to occupant loads;

e Reduction and/or optimization of internal loads;

e Improving thermal characteristics of the building
envelope; and

e Managing environmental impacts.

In addition to the facilitation of the IDP, which brings
together industry experts, conservation authorities, and
municipalities, the offer provides incentives that include
financial support to cover costs associated with the IDP
and additional incentives tied to the achievement of gas
savings above code.

2014 Results

Enbridge was successful in enrolling 19 new
developments in 2014 that met the eligibility requirements
and completed the IDP process. This result reached the
upper scorecard target.

Table 30. 2014 Commercial Savings by Design Scorecard

Component

Commercial Savings
by Design

Targets 2014 Actual
Weight Lower Middle Upper Result

Metric

New Developments Enrolled gliiZ3
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Table 31. SBD Commercial 2012-2014 Results

2014 Actual 2013 Actual 2012 Actual

Component
P Results Results Results

Commercial Savings
by Design

New Developments Enrolled

As with the Residential offer, SBD Commercial continues to receive
positive reviews from those taking part in the process. In addition to the
primary focus of influencing builders to construct their building(s) to 25%
above the current OBC in the new construction market, the overall
education component of the design charrette is also helping to prepare
builders for the upcoming building code update in 2017.

The 2014 year saw increased enroliments following good success in 2012
and 2013 in engaging builders to participate in the design charrettes.

In some cases, participants continue to wrestle with the view that building
“green” is an expense rather than an investment. The commercial builder is
price sensitive, and an additional cost for energy efficiency considerations
is not always viewed as providing enough of a positive differentiator to
offset a price increase to the end customer. With this in mind, Enbridge
explored how to incorporate a cost estimation element to the IDP process
to provide additional value in consideration of the client’s cost/benefit
analysis.

In investigating this idea, Enbridge recognized that the pricing structure for
products varies from builder to builder based on such factors as
relationships with suppliers or the builder’s ability to benefit from bulk
purchasing. As a result, Enbridge took a different approach. The IDP now
incorporates guidance in estimating potential incremental costs for design
considerations and improvements, by providing relative increases on a
percentage basis, across the spectrum of technologies proposed.
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Integrated Design Charrette &

Prepared for:

Not surprisingly, many of the developments being reviewed in the offer have

been buildings being contemplated from around the Greater Toronto and
Ottawa areas, as these urban centers would be expected to be home to
these larger buildings.

Though it is anticipated that the new condo construction market will slow in
Toronto over the next number of years, with the recent strength of the
condo development market in Toronto in the last few years, many of the
projects partaking in the process since 2012 have been condo projects.

SAVINGS BY DESIGN PROGRAM

Using a holistic approach, 580 promates market transformation with the geal of achieving an improvement in
overall enesgy p while facilitating 8 low impact along with other innovative
environmental performance solutions for the project. The objective of the SBD market transformation
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Savings by Design Commercial is still a relatively new offer and efforts will
continue to focus on building awareness and leveraging on the success
demonstrated thus far. Strategic involvement in conferences and events
that provide an opportunity to showcase the offer and market the approach
will be ongoing. Opportunities to engage architects, developers and
construction industry manufacturers will be explored, for example the
Canada Green Building Council and the Green Building Festival as well as
municipal stakeholder events.

Savings by Design.

Design it right. Build it right.

Run it right.

The Savings by Dosign program supports
you with expertise and rewards you with
porformancs incentives through the thres

primary stages of your project.

ENBRIDGE

Life Takms Enrgy™

The process begins with a visicning
session 1o help defing your project
requirements and sustainabiity
priorities, and establish a baseling

o, you'll
y team of

‘dasign improvemants. You'll receive
a final charrette report outlining the
recommendations and final energy
modiling results.

IDP incentive - up to $25,000.

Sawvings by Design covers all costs of the
IDP, up to a $25,000 value, including:

« Visioning session and report

» Preliminary energy model and charrette
energy model

« Ilegrated Design Charrette logistics,
catering faciitation and design expart foes

« Final charretie report

The IDP kdentifies the optimal mix of
design elements and technologies to
maximize energy and ermnvironmental
parformance. implomenting those
recommendations ca ip you achieve
significant anergy Sevings an
for vasluable incentves.

Performance incentive - $15,000.

For buildings that achiove a 25% energy
reduction target versus OBC 2012 with
$8-10, Savings by Design will provide a
$15,000 incentive once the endrgy
performance target has been met.

nd quality you

Commissioning

Commissioning is a process of

confirmang that design, construction

&nd system operations meet the project
requirements. This benofits enargy
efficiancy by ensuring that the optimal
size of equipment is specified and buiding
systems are installod and operating as
predicted.

Commissioning incentive - $15,000,

For builders that surpass the energy
performance target of 25% better than
OBC with S8-10 and submit the Final
As-Built Energy Modadl along with the final
Commissioning Report will be entithed to
recoive 3 $15,000 incentive,

Enbridge has developed strong relationships with builders and is now
connected with some high profile buildings. Having the Savings by Design
name associated with these projects will help support the value of the offer
and increase the overall market acceptance of the approach. This exposure
will not only help to increase awareness but will also help to demonstrate to
other developers — the benefits of the offer, the value of the Savings by
Design process and what can be accomplished.

A focus for 2015 will be to explore more opportunities to impact school and
long term care facilities projects as both the Ministry of Health and the
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Ministry of Education have approved incremental funds from the province
for building in these sectors.

Even with changes that were made to the 2013 and 2014 offers during the
consultation process to update the 2012-2014 multi-year plan that allowed
for the inclusion of developments in cases where the proponent can show
aggregate potential for the construction of multiple, similar buildings, to
meet the square footage threshold -- there continue to be lost opportunities
resulting from projects that are disallowed to participate because they do
not meet the minimum aggregate size requirement. In Enbridge’s 2015-
2020 Multi-Year DSM Plan (EB-2015-0049), the Company has proposed a
revision to the eligibility criteria to capture these opportunities.

91



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1
Filed: 2015-10-30

ENBRIDGE

2014 DSM Annual Report

Existing Residential

Objectives

The primary objective of the Home Labelling offer is to
achieve widespread adoption of a voluntary home
labelling system in the residential home resale
marketplace. This initiative is aimed at educating the
Residential market (realtors and homeowners) to better
understand the concept of home energy rating and the
value it brings in the resale market.

Ultimately, the goal is to transform the re-sale market so
that a home’s energy performance rating becomes a
standard condition of sale, similar to home inspections.

Target
Customer

The immediate target market to support the deployment of
a home rating system is realtors and their various real
estate brokerages. To achieve this aim, collaboration with
brokerages willing to commit to promoting Home Labelling
and educating real estate agents is a key component for
effective delivery. The ultimate market is residential (Rate
1) customers and real estate agents / brokerages who are
listing homes for sale.

Metrics

The first metric requires Enbridge to secure new
commitments from realtors collectively responsible for
more than 5,000 (middle target) or 10,000 (upper target)
home listings per year. The 2013 scorecard introduced a
second metric, which counts the number of ratings
performed by buyers and/or sellers. The rating must either
be included in a listing or related marketing materials by
the seller or made a condition of sale by the buyer.

Tracking
Methodology

Track commitment letters from new realtors not counted
towards a previous year’s metric and home ratings
included in Multiple Listing Service (MLS) listings or
related marketing materials.
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Offer The Home Labelling offer is designed to influence the re-
Description sale marketplace in understanding what a home rating

represents and the value it can provide to both
homebuyers and purchasers at the time of sale or
purchase. The offer also aims to motivate realtors to
include energy ratings in marketing material (e.g., MLS).

2014 Results

In 2014, 34 brokerages committed to participate. As
illustrated in Table 32, these brokerages are collectively
responsible for 40,040 home listings. This result exceeded
the upper target established for this metric. The number of
home ratings marketed in 2014 was 662. This result fell
short of the lower target for the second metric specified for
this offer.

Table 32. 2014 Home Labelling Scorecard

Component

Targets 2014 Actual
Weight Lower Middle Upper Result

Metric

Number of Committed

Home Labelling Realtors

5 N/A 5,000 10,000

Ratings performed 750 1500 2250

Commitments to make provision for a data field to show home energy ratings for all homes listed by
participating realtors (industry-wide commitment to include such a field on MLS or similar listing service
and/or realtors' commitment to do so with all the homes they list on their own websites, handouts and

other consumer material).

Commitment from realtors collectively responsible for more than 5,000 (middle target) or 10,000 (upper

target) listings/year.

Table 33. Home Labelling 2012-2014 Results

Component

2014 Actual 2013 Actual 2012 Actual

Metric
Results T Results

Number of Committed Realtors & 40,040 78,000

Home Labelling

Ratings performed 2 662 138
Commitments to make provision for a data field to show home energy ratings for all homes listed by
participating realtors (industry-wide commitment to include such a field on MLS or similar listing service
and/or realtors' commitment to do so with all the homes they list on their own websites, handouts and

other consumer material).

Metric not applicable in

2012.
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Though the Green Energy and Green Economy Act in 2009 originally
included a proposal to mandate a home labelling system for all re-sale
homes in Ontario, implementation did not follow. Given this outcome and
the anticipated continuation of opposition from realtors to a government-
enforced program, a voluntary system designed to gain acceptance in the
marketplace continues to be suitable.

Buyingor sellingahome?
Make sure you know the score.

energy rating that's provided after a home energy audit is completed. / n e II q U
Through the Enbridge Home Rating Program, qualifying home buyers

can get a FREE energy audit’and home sellers can get a $100 Lowe's COI€E.ca
gift card and an Energy Savings Kit.” It pays to know the score.

When you're buying or selling a home, it's good to know how energy o
efficient it is. That's why it's smart to get your home energy score - an @w u 0 Ur
'/
s
Learn more at knowyourenergyscore.ca ENBRIDGE

The approach leverages existing infrastructure to achieve voluntary
adoption as a standard practice in the resale marketplace, in much the
same way as offers to purchase are made under the provision of a home
inspection.
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In May 2014, Channel Consultants participated in the annual Realtor Quest
conference in Toronto — the largest gathering of Toronto Real Estate Board
members. In the process, they presented and exhibited Enbridge’s Home
Labelling offer and initiated follow-up sessions to discuss the value of the
offer and the benefits to potential buyers and/or sellers.

Enbridge Channel Consultants reached out to real estate brokerages to
discuss the value of understanding home labelling/rating in the resale
market, explain the offer parameters as well as to provide education,
training workshops and incentives.

Efforts continued, as in the prior year, to focus on engaging individual
brokerages with customized incentive support to better address the varied
brokerage/realtor relationships and partnership models and maximize the
value of participation.

Kn'ow' thé Scdre
before you open
that door.

eJNIIIDGI'

Current home buyers typically do not ask if a house has been energy
labelled or rated although most value the importance of purchasing an
energy efficient home. Challenges identified in this regard are related to a
variety of contributing factors which include:

o an overall lack of knowledge and understanding from realtors;
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0 a perception that energy labels are confusing and don’t depict true
operating costs;

0 cost implications for energy audits and upgrades;

0 real estate agents’ focus on closing the sale of a home with minimal
delays or barriers; and

o0 a belief that an energy rating will weaken the re-sale value and,
therefore, there is no benefit for agents to promote.

The offer will continue in 2015. Activities focused on securing commitments
from brokerages; creating awareness and educating realtors on the value
of home energy ratings will not change.

Enbridge has had success with the offer to date as the Company has
demonstrated good results in influencing realtors to participate; however,
the Company is not seeing the actual number of homes labelled increase
in the marketplace.

Beyond 2015, the Company will need to reposition given that there are a
limited number of brokerages to involve with the offer and appreciating that
there are a finite number of potential listings in the franchise area each
year.

In the 2015-2020 Multi-Year DSM Plan (EB-2015-0049), Enbridge
proposes to refocus efforts to promote energy audits as a means to
educate homeowners and, in turn, increase demand to have home ratings
performed before the purchase of a resale home is completed. Enbridge
has proposed a greater emphasis on mass market outreach to
homeowners and direct marketing to select realtors and home inspectors.
In tandem, the Company will look at expanding marketing initiatives in the
sector by working with key stakeholders including energy auditors, financial
institutions, mortgage brokers, HVAC contractors and municipalities who
heavily influence the sector and can promote the concept to customers.

Enbridge will continue to lead the market in building understanding of the

value of a home energy rating with the end goal of encouraging mandatory
labelling.
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8. DSM Incentive Deferral Account (DSMIDA)

The Guidelines call for targets for each of the three programs: Resource
Acquisition, Low Income and Market Transformation — to be included on
their respective balanced scorecards. The Guidelines indicate that there
should be three levels of achievement.?® The scorecards for each program
offered in 2014 were developed in consultation with the intervenors and
approved by the Board in the Update to the 2012 to 2014 Demand Side
Management Plan (EB-2012-0394).

The Guidelines also state that “an incentive payment should be available to
the natural gas utilities to encourage them to aggressively pursue DSM
savings and recognize exemplary performance.”?* The DSM Incentive
(DSMI) provides that incentive to the Company for its DSM activities.

Further to approved amounts in EB-2012-0394, Table 34 summarizes how
the maximum incentive available in 2014 is allocated across each program.

Table 34. 2014 DSM Maximum Incentive Allocation

Maximum
Program Total % of ximd

P Overhead I ti
rogram Budget verheads T Total ncentive

Available
Resource Acquisition $14,160,578 $4,638,711  $18,799,289 58% $6,355,631

Low Income $6,729,500 $507,831 $7,237,331 23% S2,446,785
Market Transformation $4,795,000 $1,327,144 $6,122,144 19% $2,069,764
Total $25,685,078 $6,473,686 $32,158,764 100% $10,872,180

The Guidelines explain that “the purpose of the DSMIDA is to record the
shareholder incentive amount earned by a natural gas utility as a result of
its DSM Programs.” It further details that “the natural gas utilities should
apply annually for disposition of the balance in their DSMIDA, together with
carrying charges, after the completion of the annual third party audit,” and
that “incentive amounts paid to the natural gas utilities should be allocated

20 Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities (EB 2008-0346), OEB, June 30, 2011,
page 30.
21 |Ibid, page 31.
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to rate classes in proportion to the amount actually spent on DSM activities
on each rate class.”??

Scorecard results and the corresponding DSMI earned for each program is
detailed in the following tables:

Table 35. Resource Acquisition Scorecard & DSMI

Resource Acquisition
Targets Actual
Weight Lower Middle  Upper Result

Component Metric

ComuiaeNsay
Ul CRSIERVE SAVngs 72946 97261 121576 | 664.37

(millionm?)
Residential Deep Number of Houses 549 732 915 5,213

Savings

Max. DSMIDA  $6,355,631
DSMIDA Achieved $5,202,419

Table 36. Low Income Scorecard & DSMI

Low Income

Targets Actual
Weight Lower  Middle  Upper Result

Component Metric

Single Family Cumulative Savings
(Part 9) (million m?3)
Multi-residential Cumulative Savings
(Part 3) (million m?3)
Multi-residential Percent of Part 3

45 60

5% 30% 40% 50% 74%

(Part 3) LIBPM Participants Enrolled

Max. DSMIDA  $2,446,785

DSMIDA Achieved $375,059

22 Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities (EB-2008-0346), OEB, June 30, 2011,
page 35-36.
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Table 37. Market Transformation — Residential SBD Scorecard &
DSMI

Market Transformation
Targets
Component Metric . .g Actual
Weight Lower Middle Upper Result

Previously Non-
Residential Participating Builders

Savings by Design
2= s Completed Units

Max. DSMIDA  $1,055,385
DSMIDA Achieved  $1,055,385

Table 38. Market Transformation — Commercial SBD Scorecard &
DSMI

Market Transformation
. Targets Actual
Component Metric . i
Weight Lower  Middle  Upper Result

Commercial New Developments “

Savings by Design Enrolled
Max. DSMIDA $410,068

DSMIDA Achieved $410,068

Table 39. Market Transformation — Home Labelling Scorecard &
DSMI

Market Transformation
Targets Actual

Component Metric . .
Weight Lower Middle  Upper Result

Numb
umber of N/A 5,000 10,000 40,040

Committed Realtors

Home Labelling
500 750 662

Ratings performed 250

Max. DSMIDA $604,311
DSMIDA Achieved $604,311
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Table 40. 2014 DSMIDA Summary Statement

Program DSMIDAS DSMIDA %

Resource Acquisition $5,202,419 68.0%
Low Income $375,059 4.9%
Market Transformation $2,069,764 27.1%

TOTAL $7,647,242 100%

Table 41. 2014 Program Contribution to DSMIDA

DSMIDA by Program

Market
Transformation
$2,069,764
27.1%

Resource
Acquisition
$5,202,419

68.0%

Low Income
$375,059
4.9%

100
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9. Demand Side Management Variance Account
(DSMVA)

In accordance with the Guidelines, the Demand Side Management Variance
Account “should be used to track the variance between actual DSM spending by
rate class versus the budgeted amount included in rates by rate class. A natural
gas utility may record in the DSMVA in any one year, a variance amount of no
more than 15% above its DSM budget for that year.”?® Further, “if spending is less
than what was built into rates, ratepayers shall be reimbursed for the full amount.
If more is spent than was built into rates, the natural gas utility may be reimbursed
up to a maximum of 15% of its DSM budget for the year.” 2*

The OEB approved budget for 2014 is $32,158,764. The same amount of
$32,158,764 was built into rates. Total spending in relation to 2014, however, is
$32,511,266 resulting in a variance of $352,502 over budget, to be recovered
from ratepayers. These amounts are summarized in Table 42.

Table 42. 2014 DSMVA

OEB Approved Budget 2014 Actual 2014 Variance
(Built Into Rates) Spending (DSMVA)

$32,158,764 $32,511,266 $352,502

23 Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities (EB-2008-0346), OEB, June 30, 2011,
page 34.
24 |bid, page 34.
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10. Lost Revenue Adjustment Mechanism Statement
(LRAM)

The LRAM is a mechanism to adjust for margins the utility loses (gains) if
its DSM program is more (less) successful in the period after rates are set
than was planned in setting the rates. As outlined in the Guidelines, “the
LRAM amount is a retrospective adjustment and may be an amount
refundable to or receivable from the utility’s customers, depending
respectively on whether the actual natural gas savings resulting from the
natural gas utility’s DSM activities are less than or greater than what was
included in the forecast for rate-setting purposes.”®

Table 43. LRAM Statement

2014 LRAM Calculation

Based on 57,036,910 FE m3 built into rates

Budget Net  Actual Net
Partially Partially
Effective Effective

Volume Distribution LRAM LRAM
Variance Margin Allocation $ Allocation %

2,065,678 1,237,361 (828,317)  1.4276 ($11,825) 11%
1,314,523 846,042 (468,480)  0.7900 ($3,701) 6%

0 51,608 51,608  1.2753 $658 -1%
2,428,288 467,549  (1,960,740)  1.5397 ($30,189) 26%
4,942,907 707,329  (4,235578)  0.4789 ($20,282)

10,751,396 3,309,889 -7,441,507 ($65,339)
Amount to be paid back to Ratepayers ($65,339)

* Rate 1 and Rate 6 are not included in the LRAM amount for clearance above as these rate classes are
covered under the Average Use True-Up Variance Account (AUTUVA)

25 Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities (EB-2008-0346), OEB, June 30, 2011,
page 33.
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11. DSM Rate Allocation and Impact

Table 44 illustrates the allocation to rate classes of the DSM Variance
Accounts as prescribed in the Guidelines.®®

Table 44. Rate Allocation

2014 Rate Allocation

Rate Class DSMIDA LRAM DSMVA

Rate 1** $4,476,362 N/AR* $6,968,595 $11,444,957
Rate 6** $2,647,166 N/A* -$3,576,246 -$929,080
Rate 9* $326 $0 -$93 $234
Rate 110 $228,800 -$11,825 -$307,460 -$90,486
Rate 115 $108,728 -$3,701 -$488,902 -$383,875
Rate 125* $12,230 $0 -$3,488 $8,741
Rate 135 $23,438 $658 -$86,721 -$62,625
Rate 145 $54,091 -$30,189 -$934,532 -$910,629
Rate 170 $91,047 -$20,282 -$1,217,209 -$1,146,445
Rate 200* $4,240 $0 -$1,209 $3,030
Rate 300* $815 $0 -$233 $582

Total $7,647,242 -$65,339 $352,502 $7,934,405

*Rates 9, 125, 200 & 300 will not have any LRAM component included in the rate allocation since
customers in these rates classes are not eligible for DSM programs. These rate classes will however, be

subject to rate allocations for DSMVA and applicable DSMIDA related to the Low Income Program.

** Rate 1 and Rate 6 are not included in the LRAM amount for clearance above as these rate classes are covered
under the Average Use True-Up Variance Account (AUTUVA)

Note: Numbers may not add up due to rounding

26 Page 26 of the Guidelines, Section 8.3 Budget for Low Income Programs states that: “The Board is of
the view that the low-income DSM budget should be funded from all rate classes, to be consistent
with the electricity conservation and demand management framework, as well as the LEAP Emergency
Financial Assistance program.” Allocation for the LEAP fund was outlined in EB-2008-0150 Report of
the Board: Low Income Energy Assistance Program on page 11 Section 5.1.1 Funding LEAP.
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Table 45 provides the estimated impact of the 2014 Clearance of DSM
Variance Accounts on a typical customer’s bill in each of the rate classes
affected.

Table 45. Estimated Impact of DSM Clearance on a Typical
Customer

Annual .
Annual Bill

Volume for . DSM Amount .
for Typical , Estimated %

for Recovery
(%)

Rate Class Typical
Customer

(m?)

Customer?* of Annual Bill

®)

Rate 1 - Heating & Water Heating 3,064 $871 $7
Rate 6 - Commercial, Heating & Other Uses 22,606 $6,543 ($4) -0.19%
Rate 9 - Container Service®® $233 0.0%
Rate 100 - Industrial, small size 339,188 $81,601 $0 0.0%
Rate 110 - Industrial, small size, 50% Load Factor 598,568 $131,614 ($103) -0.1%
Rate 110 - Industrial, avg. size, 75% Load Factor 9,976,120 $2,032,402 ($1,708) -0.1%
Rate 115 - Industrial, small size, 80% Load Factor 4,471,609 $895,944 ($3,182) -0.4%
Rate 125 - Extra Large Firm Distribution*® $1,748
Rate 135 - Industrial, Seasonal firm 598,567 $115,351 ($598) -0.5%
Rate 145 - Commercial, avg. size 598,568 $125,734 ($3,848) -3.2%
Rate 170 - Industrial, avg. size, 75% LF 9,976,120 $1,814,358 ($25,145) -1.4%
Rate 200 - Wholesale Service®® $3,031
Rate 300 - Firm or Interruptible Distribution*® $291

1. Annual bills based on October 1, 2015 rates.

2. DSM amounts for Recovery do not include interest amounts that will apply at the time of clearing.

3. Information is for the total amount for DSM recovery
4. DSM amounts for recovery for Rate 125 and Rate 300 are for average customers in each rate class
5. Rates 9, 125, 200, & 300 do not have any LRAM Allocations since customers are not eligible for DSM programs
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12. Status Update —2013 Auditor and Audit
Committee Recommmendations

The following is an overview of the recommendations made by the Auditor
in the 2013 DSM Audit.

Also summarized are the responses to each recommendation put forward
by Enbridge and in turn, the 2013 Audit Committee (Intervenor Members)
respectively. Finally, the current status pertaining to each recommendation
where applicable is provided?’.

1. Recommendation:

Select an independent third-party engineering firm to review the ETools
software for consistency with acceptable engineering practice. The CPSV
TEs are directed to perform independent analyses to confirm or revise the
saving estimates calculated by Enbridge or engineering contractors. In
many cases, these savings estimates are generated by Enbridge’s
proprietary ETools analysis software. Instead of performing independent
savings estimates each year, Optimal recommends that a third-party
engineering contractor--one with significant experience with Excel and the
VBA-based tools used to develop ETools—be retained to perform a
thorough audit of all of the ETools software modules. Once the validity of
the methodologies embedded in the ETools software is independently
verified, the CPSV TE review of projects employing ETools can focus on
determining:

e Whether the methodology used by ETools is appropriate for the specific
project.

e Whether the inputs used in the ETools calculations are reasonable. As
ETools is typically updated on a semi-annual basis, an independent
annual review of any modifications to the ETools software should be
incorporated in the annual audit process.

27 Unless otherwise indicated, the Audit Committee (AC) refers to the entire Audit Committee - which
includes three intervenor members and one utility representative - as outlined in the Joint Terms of
Reference for Stakeholder Engagement, Exhibit B, Tab 2, Schedule 9, Appendix A, Page 13 of 21.
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Enbridge Response:

Enbridge agrees with selecting an independent third-party firm to review
the Commercial boiler seasonal efficiency module of the Etools software
for consistency with acceptable engineering practice, as soon as feasible.
Enbridge's agreement is contingent on the TEC's endorsement to update
the CPSV TOR to reflect that the CPSV firms can utilize the utilities’
software for project reviews. Enbridge's agreement is also based on the
AC's support that, barring a change in the market, in industry
understanding of savings estimation, in the OEB's DSM guidelines or other
factors that might affect commercial boiler savings estimates, such a
change in the CPSV TOR should remain in place until at least the mid-term
review of the next multi-year plan.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenors Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:

Enbridge has engaged an independent third party contractor to review the
boiler component of ETools. This work will verify through inspection the
ETools algorithms to ensure that there are no mathematical errors and/or
Excel spreadsheet computational errors (e.g., errors with macros, links,
lookups), and testing to ensure that the cascading effect of various
algorithms are operating correctly. Secondly, through the TEC, Enbridge is
proceeding with a joint review of commercial boiler seasonal efficiency
through an RFP for a third party independent study as well as an RFP to
review boiler baseline. Upon completion of these reviews, the ETools boiler
module will be independently reviewed to ensure all updated findings are
properly reflected in determining savings estimates.

2. Recommendation:

Develop a standardized report template for use by the CPSV TEs.
Providing a report template would assist the CPSV TEs in developing more
consistent reports that provide all of the information required to validate
their review. The template should stress the importance of including all
relevant project assumptions, inputs, and calculation methodologies. The
inclusion of all relevant project information in a consistent format and level
of detail will allow the Auditor to perform their task without having to
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request the full project file from Enbridge. Auditor review of Enbridge
project files for clarification or to obtain missing data is a redundant and
inefficient effort. The template will also allow the Auditor to easily locate
data and information within each CPSV TE project write-up leading to a
more streamlined CPSV audit review process.

Enbridge Response:

This Audit Recommendation will be directed to the TEC, as it potentially
impacts the CPSV TOR. The 2013 CPSV reports, which underwent
substantial revision in response to the Auditor's feedback, could be a
starting point for discussion.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:

The auditor provided a proposed template draft. Using this draft as a
starting point, Enbridge worked with the TEC to develop a standardized
CPSV coversheet template. The template was endorsed by the TEC for
use in the 2014 CPSV review process and was included with the CPSV
Terms of Reference.

3. Recommendation:

Request that the CPSV TEs estimate the remaining useful life of the
existing equipment in cases where the energy efficiency measure is an
“add-on” to existing equipment for both the commercial and industrial
sectors. For example, if the measure is an efficiency control on an existing
boiler, the CPSV TE should determine if the existing boiler will be in place
for the entire measure life of the efficiency control. If not, then a baseline
(or measure life) adjustment should be made to account for the existing
boiler being replaced with a more efficient boiler prior to the end of the
measure life. Alternatively, develop one or more deemed measure lives for
these types of projects, which are not currently included in the OEB
measure life tables.
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Enbridge Response:
This Audit Recommendation will be directed to the TEC, as it potentially
impacts the CPSV TOR.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorse this response.

Status Update:

Language was introduced into the updated CPSV Terms of Reference to
address this recommendation. The CPSV Terms of Reference was
reviewed and endorsed by the TEC.

4. Recommendation:

Document the custom project realization rate calculation methodology. The
2012 Audit provided guidance on the correct process to calculate
realization rates, but there is no formal stand-alone document that lists all
the agreed upon steps. The method employed by Enbridge’s realization
rate contractor for 2013 contained process errors that Optimal needed to
correct as part of its audit review.

Enbridge Response:
This Audit Recommendation will be directed to the TEC as it potentially
impacts the current, TEC endorsed, sampling methodology.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:

The TEC reviewed the Sampling Methodology and updated language to
make clear the realization rate methodology. The Sampling Methodology
reference document was revised accordingly by Navigant Consulting
(referenced in Appendix I). The revised document was endorsed by the
TEC in November 2014.

5. Recommendation:
Undertake a baseline boiler study. For replacement projects, the base case
is a code compliant boiler with 80.5% thermal efficiency. In many other
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jurisdictions, higher efficiency boilers are often code or standard practice.
Standard practice might also include additional boiler control efficiency
measures. A boiler baseline study was completed three years ago.
However, given the importance of this measure and the reality that these
markets change quickly, it is important to update this work. An updated
study will determine if the standard practice in Enbridge’s service area is
actually above code, which would indicate a need for a revised baseline.

Enbridge Response:

This Audit Recommendation will be directed to the TEC for completion in
2015. Further to the Auditor's report, this study will focus on the
commercial sector.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:
A boiler baseline study is currently underway through the TEC.

6. Recommendation:

Provide clear instructions to the CPSV TEs to focus on evaluation of
annual gas savings and measure lives, the inputs used to determine CCM.
The sole DSMIDA metric for custom projects is CCM. Given tight timelines
and the need to use ratepayer funds efficiently, the CPSV TEs should not
spend time reviewing non-gas savings values or measure cost data.

Enbridge Response:
This Audit Recommendation will be directed to the TEC, as it potentially
impacts the CPSV TOR.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:

Language was introduced into the updated CPSV Terms of Reference to
address this recommendation. The CPSV Terms of Reference was
reviewed and endorsed by the TEC.
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7. Recommendation:

For projects modeled using eQUEST, consider using IPMVP protocols for
New Construction projects with adequate calibration of both the baseline
and as-built models. In addition, each project file should contain the final
model used to support the project savings claim. If necessary, any
secondary calculations to overcome shortcomings of the modeling tools
should also be saved in the file.

Enbridge Response:

As was the case during discussions and agreement in the 2012 Audit
process last year, it is anticipated that the 2014 CCM results for legacy
projects (captured under Resource Acquisition) will be minimal, therefore
this recommendation would not be an effective use of resources and
budget dollars. For additional clarity, with the exception of legacy projects,
all 2014 Commercial New Construction projects will be claimed via the
Savings by Design Market Transformation offer, which is not based on
CCM.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:

Requiring calibration of simulation models, as required by IMPVP is
undoubtedly industry best practice. However, such calibration would
require waiting perhaps 18 months after the building was completed before
claiming savings (perhaps 6 months to allow for transition to full occupancy
and another 12 months of consumption data across all seasons of the
year). That is consistent with a recommendation by the 2012 Auditor. If
Enbridge was to continue to claim savings from commercial new
construction projects in the future, the AC would endorse such
recommendations from both Auditors. However, given that (1) any new
construction projects on which the Company began work since 2012 are
being addressed only through its market transformation program (i.e. no
resource acquisition savings claims), (2) there are no more than a few pre-
2012 "legacy" projects for which the Company is expected to claim savings
in 2014,and (3) savings goals for the 2012-2014 period were set without
the expectation that the Company would have to wait 18 months after
completion to claim savings from legacy new construction projects, the AC
can accept not changing practices for 2014.
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8. Recommendation:

Proper IPMVP protocols should be followed to verify project savings. While
most projects employ sound measurement and verification methodologies,
it was not always clear that CPSV contractors followed proper IPMVP
protocols. Access and schedule issues as well as budget limitations may
prevent CPSV contractors from performing the level of on-site
measurement necessary to comply with IPMVP guidelines. Future CPSV
contractors should endeavor to clearly identify which IPMVP option was
employed and provide a thorough description of how that option was
implemented. For example, if “Option A. Retrofit Isolation: Key Parameter
Measurement” is determined to be the best option for a given project, the
contractor should clearly establish which parameters are measured, which
are estimated, and the methodology used to calculate savings. Presenting
the verification results within the framework of IPMVP would lead to more
justifiable savings estimates and facilitate review by future Auditors.

Enbridge Response:
This Audit Recommendation will be directed to the TEC, as it potentially
impacts the CPSV TOR.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:

Language was introduced into the updated CPSV Terms of Reference to
address this recommendation. The CPSV Terms of Reference was
reviewed and endorsed by the TEC.

9. Recommendation:

Enbridge should develop site-specific destratification factors based on the
building site, ceiling height, fan diameter, and speed. For custom industrial
destratification fan projects, Enbridge assumes that the contractor/vendor
will design and install the project to destratify the entire space. Enbridge
then applies a blanket factor of 0.85 to de-rate the destratification savings
to be conservative. Developing site-specific destratification would result in
a more rigorous savings estimate.

111



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1

Filed: 2015-10-30

EB-2015-0267

ENBRIDGE S
2014 DSM Annual Report Tab 1

Schedule 1
Page 117 of 206

Enbridge Response:
Enbridge will calculate the actual percentage of destratified coverage area
for a specific project, based on best available information.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Run It Right

10.Recommendation:

Establish a free rider rate for the Run It Right program. Currently, there is
no OEB approved free rider rate for this program. As part of this audit
process, Enbridge proposed a free rider rate. Optimal conducted an
informal review of free rider rates for gas retro-commissioning programs in
other jurisdictions and recommended adoption of Enbridge’s requested
rate for purposes of this audit. Enbridge should formally establish a free
rider rate that is subsequently filed and approved by the OEB.

Enbridge Response:

This Audit Recommendation will be directed to the TEC, as Union has
indicated that they have a similar program. As such, there may be value in
developing a free ridership rate for both utilities through the TEC. Ifitis
determined that this is not the case, Enbridge will proceed with establishing
its own free ridership rate for the RIR offer.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:

The 2014 AC agreed that Enbridge would proceed on its own to undertake
work to confirm the free ridership rate for 2014 RIR results. The AC further
agreed that a free ridership rate for the RIR offer should be included as part
of the Net-to-Gross Study through the TEC.
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11.Recommendation:

Survey Run It Right participants. Ideally, Enbridge or its evaluator should
survey participants prior to any billing regression analysis. This would
ensure better data and avoid noted problems with ex-post adjustments to
the sample that resulted from exogenous factors affecting gas usage. The
importance of conducting a survey prior to the analysis is that all data is
treated equally, and any obvious outliers or other problem data can be
removed or adjusted without bias. In addition, this process will allow for
removal of any obviously bad or incomplete data. Surveys should
accomplish the following:

e Determine whether the participant implemented the measures
recommended in the timeframe indicated.

¢ Determine whether the participant made any significant changes to the
facility, its operations, or equipment outside of the Run It Right
Program. If changes were made, determine whether changes can be
attributed to Run It Right spillover savings, are completely independent
of the Program, or were already counted in another Enbridge program.

e Collect basic participant characteristics, including building type,
occupancy load, usage, and size.

Based on this information, the analyst can remove or adjust all data in a
consistent fashion. For example, if a major piece of equipment was
replaced with a more efficient one, it may be appropriate to adjust the ex-
post data to subtract the expected additional savings. Further, if building
usage or operations have changed significantly, the data can be adjusted if
the impacts of these changes can be estimated with relative certainty. In
some cases, it may be more appropriate to simply remove a participant
from the sample.

Enbridge Response:

Enbridge agrees that completing a survey with a random sample of
participants would be more appropriate in order to gain further insight into
results. The random sample would be conducted in a manner similar to the
CPSV process. A survey of all participants would be cost prohibitive (this is
in line with recommendation #13).
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AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:

Enbridge discussed this recommendation with the 2014 AC and the Auditor
and proceeded to engage a third party consultant to complete a survey of
participants included in 2014 results with input from the AC and the
Auditor.

12.Recommendation:

Include a “comparison group” of similar customers that did not participate
in the Run It Right program. A comparison group of customers that are
matched to the participant group (in terms of building type, major end-uses,
size, and consumption) should be included in the analysis. Typically this
would be done with a “dummy variable” that indicates whether the
customer was a participant or not. The biggest benefit of including a
comparison group is that it can more explicitly control for weather and other
variations over time. Because all sites will have been exposed to the same
weather, the analysis inherently controls for weather without the need to
identify balance temperature points for each facility. It also avoids
introducing uncertainty from determining a building specific relationship
between weather and gas usage. This will significantly simplify the analysis
and result in a more accurate isolation of weather effects. A comparison
group also can adjust for unknown variables that may be important but are
difficult to identify and control for. For example, there may be natural
growth in existing buildings’ gas usage that would mask some of the true
program savings. Comparing participants with similarly situated non-
participants would automatically control for any such effects.

Enbridge Response:

Enbridge's proposal for recommendation #11 appropriately addresses the
need for increased accuracy and information, without unduly increasing the
cost and complexity of the offer.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:

The AC agrees that the revisions associated with Auditor recommendation
#11 are a good next step in the evolution of the evaluation of this program,
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and that the addition of a control group is not necessary at this point in
time. However, that decision should be revisited in the future as more
experience with the program (and its evaluation) is gained, particularly if
the program grows substantially in size.

13.Recommendation:

Consider sampling approaches that balance required resources with level
of importance. When performing the analysis and incorporating the two
previous recommendations, we recognize that this approach may add
additional program costs related to surveying participants and using
comparison groups. We also understand that Enbridge intends for this
program to expand and hopefully have more participants in the future. As a
result, it may be appropriate to analyze a sample of participants rather than
a full census of participants. This is appropriate, particularly if the number
of participants grows significantly. We recommend that the sample of
participants first be stratified by size. The largest usage customers will tend
to have a disproportionately high impact on overall savings. As a result, we
recommend developing size strata and oversampling the largest stratum
(depending on range of usage and number of participants, it may make
sense to oversample more than one large stratum). Often, the very largest
stratum might only have a few participants, who would all be included in
the sample. This approach of devoting more resources to the largest
projects will enhance the overall precision of the sample without the need
to actually increase the numbers of participants sampled. Once the strata
cut points are selected, the samples should be drawn in a randomized way
(except for any strata where a full census is used). Similarly, the
comparison group should align with the same strata and also be randomly
selected.

Enbridge Response:
Please refer to the response to recommendation #11.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.
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Audit Process

14. Recommendation:

Produce an audit guidelines document for the Auditor. Currently, each
Auditor establishes its own detailed process to meet the overall
requirements stated in the audit RFP. This can lead to inconsistencies over
time. A clear, detailed set of guidelines would result in more consistent
audit results from year-to-year.

Enbridge Response:

Although this recommendation may result in consistency, it may impact the
level of independence that exists for each Audit year, therefore the Auditor
should independently establish their own detailed process to meet the
overall requirements. To aid in this activity, Enbridge will engage the 2014
AC to ensure that the Auditor is provided with a reasonable level of
orientation to the process as a whole.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:
The 2014 AC and the Auditor discussed this recommendation and agreed
that there was no need to implement this recommendation at this time.

15.Recommendation:

Clarify Audit Committee role. The AC should have a written charter that
spells out its decision-making process, purpose, duties, and powers. While
the “Union Gas Limited — 2012-2014 Demand Side Management Plan
Settlement Agreement on Terms of Reference for Stakeholder
Engagement” provides high level guidance on the function and operation of
the AC, it would be useful to have a more detailed, stand-alone charter that
is provided to the Auditor. This would add clarity to the AC role for the
Auditor and generally make for a more efficient audit process.
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Enbridge Response:

Enbridge notes that the document the Auditor is referring to is the "Joint
Terms of Reference on Stakeholder Engagement for DSM Activities by
Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. and Union Gas Limited". Enbridge will
discuss this recommendation with the 2014 AC early in the Audit process.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:
The role of the AC was discussed with the Auditor at the audit kick-off
meeting on December 8", 2014.

16.Recommendation:

Award the audit contract earlier in the process. Optimal received its audit
contract on March 5, 2014. OEB rules require that the final audit report be
submitted by June 30 of each year. Optimal was able to quickly shift its
other workloads to allow its audit staff to devote the necessary effort
needed to produce rigorous audit results over this short timeframe. For
example, in order to provide timely feedback on the CPSV draft Wave 1
reports, Optimal staff had to devote more than a full time effort at the outset
of its contract period. Fortunately, Optimal was able to shift other work to
accommodate this initial, quick turn-around. Because subsequent Auditors
may not be able to adjust so rapidly, issuing the audit contract earlier will
better ensure a robust and thorough audit report within the necessary
timeframe. This recommendation is not intended to suggest that Optimal
did not have sufficient time to produce a high quality and rigorous audit.
Optimal did indeed have ample time. Rather, it is meant to address
potential challenges that may arise if future audit firms are unable to re-
deploy staff resources as readily.

Enbridge Response:

Enbridge agrees that it would be beneficial to have the Auditor's contract
awarded earlier. This recommendation will be brought forward to the 2014
AC.
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AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:
This recommendation was discussed with the 2014 AC and the Auditor
was retained on November 12", 2014.

17.Recommendation:

Seek written comments and feedback from the Audit Committee as one
unified document as opposed to individual documents from each AC
member. Currently, the Auditor has to respond to and sort through multiple
documents. Having a single document from the AC for each set of
comments would simplify the Auditor’s work flow.

Enbridge Response:
Enbridge will support the decision made by the 2013 AC on this issue.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:

The AC appreciates that compliance with the Auditor's recommendation
would make life a little simpler for the Auditor. However, the most that we
could say is that the AC should do this whenever possible, with the
understanding that it often won't be. Given the very tight timelines for
review of draft materials, there often just isn't enough time to get everyone
together, explain and discuss each comment, debate conflicting comments,
document a consolidated set of comments, send it to everyone so that they
agree the consolidated document represents everyone's perspective
accurately and then send to the Auditor.

Other Recommendations

18.Recommendation:

Produce a single document that pulls in all of the current year final OEB
approved metrics, DSMIDA amounts and calculation procedures with
appropriate citations back to the OEB regulatory filings. This document
would be provided to the Auditor at the start of their work plan. Currently,
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all of this data is buried in hundreds of pages of OEB regulatory filings and
exhibits. For someone not familiar with these proceedings, it is time
consuming and not efficient to dig through all of these documents. In
addition, it is sometimes difficult to determine the final approved values
given the various revisions and updates.

Enbridge Response:
Enbridge will work with the 2014 AC and Auditor to determine what is
useful and appropriate.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.

Status Update:
At the audit kick-off meeting on December 8", 2014, it was agreed that this
audit recommendation need not be implemented.

19.Recommendation:

Provide enhanced quality control procedures for the data provided to the
CPSV TE and the CPSV sampling and realization rate firm(s). In its audit
review, Optimal identified minor data entry errors in data sets provided by
Enbridge to its sampling and realization rate contractor and the CPSV TEs.
Project level savings data were not always consistent between the
realization rate contractor and the CPSV TEs. We suspect that as Enbridge
records and updates the data in its DSM tracking system, it is not also
ensuring that all the various firms performing audit and verification tasks
receive updated data sets.

Enbridge Response:

Enbridge will review current processes to ensure accuracy of data not only
internally, but with external contractors. Subsequent process changes will
be shared with the 2014 AC.

AC (Intervenor Members) Response:
The AC (Intervenor Members) endorses this response.
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13. Other Evaluation Research

As outlined in the Joint Terms of Reference for Stakeholder Engagement
on DSM Activities, “the goal of the TEC is to establish DSM technical and
evaluation standards for natural gas utilities in Ontario.” 2 Further, the
Joint Terms of Reference outlines the TEC’s work as follows:
e The TEC will make recommendations to the OEB on the annual
Technical Reference Manual (TRM) Update.
e The TEC has accountability to:

o produce and maintain a prioritized annual work list (by
consensus);

o establish evaluation priorities and specify future evaluation
studies to be undertaken — execution of all work defined by
the TEC is subject to the utilities’ resource constraints (such
as funding, personnel resources, time limitations); and

o review and reach consensus on the design and
implementation of evaluation studies to be carried out
including determination of whether the work is done by utility
staff, the TEC technical consultant or third party firms.

In 2014, the TEC pursued evaluation priorities set out in the prior year,
focusing on responding to recommendations made by the utilities’
respective auditors and two evaluation projects — a Custom Net-to-Gross
(Free Ridership and Participant Spillover) Research Study and a Technical
Reference Manual (TRM).

Throughout 2014, the TEC continued to work with a third-party consultant
(ERS Inc.) to update existing measure assumptions and create
substantiation documents for new technologies using best available
information. The TRM is intended to provide an up-to-date reference for

28 Joint Terms of Reference on Stakeholder Engagement for DSM Activities by Enbridge Gas Distribution
and Union Gas Limited, November 4, 2011, page 9.
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both utilities and the public, providing transparency and clarity regarding
measure assumptions.

In February of 2014, DNV GL was selected by consensus by the TEC to
develop and implement a survey of a sample group of Enbridge and Union
Gas commercial and industrial customers in order to assist the TEC in
developing Net-to-Gross factors to be applied to each utility’s Custom
Commercial and Industrial offers.

The TEC worked with DNV GL to identify and resolve a number of
methodological questions relating to the survey process and scoring of
responses. The project was temporarily postponed in mid-2014 due to
unresolved discussions involving the type of Net-to-Gross ratio measured
by the study. Additional clarity was not provided as anticipated in the draft
OEB guidelines released in September 2014, and the project remained on
hold for the remainder of 2014 pending the final DSM Framework and
Guidelines.
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Appendix A: CPSV Terms of Reference

The following pages include the CPSV Terms of Reference and the CPSV
Project Cover Sheet Template. These documents were reviewed and
endorsed by the TEC in November 2014 to outline the scope of work for the
CPSV engineering firms in their review of the 2014 program year custom
projects.
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2014 Custom Project Savings Verification
Terms of Reference

A. Background
Utility Specific

B. Regquirements / Scope of Work

This verification study will consist of a detailed estimate of gas savings, for comparison to the utility’s
estimates, for a representative sample of custom projects in 2014.

a) Sampling

A random sample of custom projects will be selected by an independent third party (other than the
proponent selected). The 2014 CPSV will be conducted in two parts. Wave 1 will be selected from
custom projects tracked during Q1-Q3 of 2014. These projects will be reviewed immediately. Wave
2 will be selected from custom projects completed during Q1-Q4 of 2014. These projects will be
reviewed during Q1 of 2015.

b) Environment Health & Safety
Utility Specific
c) Assessment Methodology
The consultant will conduct on-site visits that will involve:

1. An interview with the customer to validate installation of equipment and confirm
operating conditions. The consultant should provide to the customer the list of the data
that they would like to see as well as an overview of the types of questions that will be
asked of the customer prior to the interview. In addition, this information will also be
provided to the Audit Committee, the Auditor, and the utility.

2. Direct measurement of key site, equipment and/or operating characteristics
whenever such measurements could be expected to appreciably improve the
accuracy of the savings verification and does not overly burden the customer. Direct
measurement could involve both instantaneous measurement and short duration
measurement that might require revisiting the site to collect data and devices left on-site. In
cases in which the consultant determines that either adequate onsite measurement has
already been conducted, or there would be an undue burden on the customer, or the cost
of additional onsite measurement would be disproportionately high relative to the benefits,
the consultant could choose not to conduct the measurement but is expected to provide the
rationale for not doing so.

The utility's 2014 DSM incentive is based on the achievement of a targeted level of cumulative gas
savings (CCM). CCM is calculated by multiplying the net annual gas savings of a measure and its
measure life (the consultant is not tasked with addressing free ridership assumptions). The
consultant should focus on gas savings, but provide an assessment of the reasonableness of non-
gas savings estimates found to be noteworthy (water savings, electric savings, maintenance
savings, space savings, time savings, etc.).

There may be cases in which the consultant believes that no increase in the accuracy/confidence of
its savings estimates would reasonably be expected from a site visit. In such cases (which are
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expected to be rare), the consultant may complete the assessment without a site visit provided that
it clearly documents the rationale for not having a site visit.

In addition to conducting site visits, the consultant will interview vendors whenever useful for
informing the savings verification process.

Using information collected during site-visits and interviews as well as its own expertise, the
consultant will develop its own independent estimate of the savings for the project. The independent
estimate should be based on the consultant’s own tools, calculations and assumptions. Note that the
utility’s savings goals are expressed as total lifetime savings. Thus, the consultant’s work must
address both the reasonableness of estimates of annual savings and the reasonableness of
estimates of the life of those savings. The consultant’s basis for assumptions made in developing
the independent estimates of lifetime savings (both first year savings and measure life) must be, to
the extent practical, documented with appropriate references and/or other forms of substantiation. If
the consultant cannot identify a reference, the consultant must provide a rationale for their
assumption.

During the review, the consultant will work with the respective utility to address any issues requiring
clarification or additional documentation. The consultant will also be expected to work with an
independent auditor that will be hired by the utility’s 2014 “Audit Committee”, a body comprised of
several stakeholders to assess the reasonableness of the Company’s 2014 savings claim (looking at
all savings, of which custom project savings are just a part). The auditor will be charged, among
other things, with providing input to and ultimately passing judgment on the reasonableness of the
consultant’s work and conclusions.

The consultant is encouraged to propose, either in their initial proposal, or during the review
process, alternative or additional methods of verification of results that are expected to increase the
accuracy level or confidence of the review results. Any such proposal should include an analysis of
the additional benefits versus the incremental costs and any impact on both the customer and
project schedule.

C. Deliverables
The project deliverables include the following:

e A Draft Report: In addition to the points outlined below, the Draft Report will also note the date
of the interview and the names of individual(s) interviewed.

¢ A report showing the findings for each custom project review undertaken. A coversheet template
will be provided by the Utility to ensure consistency and the inclusion of all relevant project
assumptions, inputs, and calculation methodologies for each project addressed in the report.

The consultant should also indicate which IPMVP Option it followed in its review of each CPSV

project. Where the consultant deviates from the Option it selected, it should provide an

explanation.
e The review of savings will include the following items in the report for each project:

o] Description of the project

o] Date of installation of equipment;

o] Type of building, building segment or process;

o] Description of the base case scenario used in utility’s savings estimate; the
reasonableness of the designation of advancement where applicable (i.e. did the utility’s
program cause old inefficient equipment to be replaced before it otherwise would have
been) or replacement (i.e. should savings be based on the efficiency of new standard
equipment because the equipment would have been replaced even in the absence of the
utility’s program) of the claimed base case used in the savings calculation — both for
annual savings and measure life;
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o] Discussion of any base case adjustments applied by the consultant, if applicable;

o] Description of on-site data collection or measurement that was used in developing savings
estimates;

o] Description of other aspects of the approach used by the consultant to estimate savings
for the project, including references;

o] Discussion of the difference between the utility’s savings estimate and the consultant’s
estimate, including a discussion of the relative merits of the methodologies used by both
the utility and the consultant and differences in key assumptions used by each;

o] Regarding measure life, commentary on the reasonableness of the measure life applied to
the specific project. Also provide commentary on the reasonableness of the remaining
useful life of the existing equipment in cases where the energy efficiency measure is an
“add-on” to the existing equipment. Where appropriate, comment on future changes to the
OEB filed measure lives for custom projects. Where the project has multiple measures,
the measure life should be a savings weighted average of the lives of the measures;

o] Discussion of the reasonableness of the results (i.e. gas m3/yr.);

o] Where proprietary modeling software is used, the consultant must identify the model and
provide support to demonstrate its use as an appropriate and accurate tool for this
application. When possible, the consultant should make available to the utility and the
auditor for review, the underlying algorithms for any proprietary models used by the
consultant to validate the savings calculation. When not possible, the consultant should
supply model inputs and assumptions, so that if desired by others, they can compare the
proprietary model results to other models or approaches; and

o] Complete documentation of the reviewer’s calculations.

The report will also include:

e Any additional data or information collected through the verification process;

e Report on any discrepancies between the equipment as described in the utility’s savings
estimates and the equipment as installed;

o Discussion of changes in the size or use of the building or process that alter the baseline model;
and the assumptions that were made to account for these changes;

e Total claimed and evaluated lifetime gas savings;

¢ Recommendations on steps which could be taken to provide higher level of
accuracy/confidence for future reviews;

¢ Recommendations on what could have been done earlier in the process to improve the
confidence and accuracy of verification results;

e To the extent that any measurements were taken on-site, list what was actually measured. (The
raw data will be made available to the Auditor, Audit Committee and the utility. Any raw data
that is commercially sensitive will be identified as having been used but will be kept confidential
and not included in the report.); and

¢ Identify areas of greatest confidence and areas with the greatest level of uncertainty.

The report will also include a section recommending any refinements for future savings calculations
for custom projects.

For privacy reasons, the names and addresses of the customers and any specific data or
information indicating the type of industry, which could allow the reader to infer the identity of
customer, must not be published in any of the reports. Therefore, the consultant will be required to
provide their report with that information included, for internal use, and with that information redacted
for public use.

The consultant will be involved in discussions with an Auditor regarding the report during their
investigations and after the release of their final report.
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D. Schedule

Deadlines for deliverables will be strictly adhered to. The utility may impose penalties for failure to
meet deadlines, up to 10% of the total cost of the project.

E. Proposal Requirements

Utility Specific

F. Proposal Deadline

Utility Specific

G. Project Contact

Utility Specific
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ENBRIDGE 2014 DSM Annual Report
2014 Custom Project Savings Verification Coversheet Template
Date:
Wave:
Utility Project Number:
: . Value to be
# Required Information
entered
Project Basics
1 |[Sector text
2 |Type of building, building segment or process text
3 |Efficiency Measure(s) Description text
4 |Date Measure(s) Operational Date, text
5 |[Site Visit yes/no + text
6 |Justification of why site visit not required text
7 |Advancement Project? yes/no
8 |Agreement with Advancement Designation? text
Baseline
9 |Utility Claimed Base Case text
10 |Agreement with Base Case yes/no
11 [Where item 10 is 'no": CPSV Recommended Base Case text
Annual Savings Estimate
12 |Utility Claimed Gross Natural Gas Savings (for each measure) m3
13 |Agreement with Utility Claimed Gross Natural Gas Savings (for each measure) yes/no
14 Where item 13 is 'no': CPSV Recommended Gross Natural Gas Savings (for each m?3
measure)
15 |Utility Claimed Gross Electricity Savings kWh
16 |Utility Claimed Gross Water Savings L
Measure Life
17 |CPSV Recommended Measure Life (for each measure) years
18 |Measure Life as per OEB Measure Life Guide years
19 |Measure Life Conforms with filed OEB Measure Life Guide? yes/no
20 |Justification of CPSV Firm's alternate measure life being used text
Results
21 |Proprietary modelling software yes/no + text
22 [Were any measures add-ons? yes/no
23 :{;/here item 22 applies, provide commentary of reasonableness of remaining useful text
ife.
% Difference Between CPSV Independently Calculated Gross Natural Gas Savings
24 o : %
vs. Utility Gross Natural Gas Savings
25 [CPSV Firm Independently Calculated Annual Gross Natural Gas Savings m?
26 |[CPSV Firm Final Recommended Gross Cumulative Cubic Meters (CCM) m?
27 _|CPSV Justification for Final Recommendation text
28 |CPSV Firm IPMVP option identified yes/no + text
29 [CPSV Firm Final Assessed Electricity Savings (if noteworthy) kWh
30 |CPSV Firm Final Assessed Water Savings (if noteworthy) L
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Appendix B: Commercial/Low Income Custom Project
Savings Verification Study (CPSV)
Summary

As part of its annual evaluation and DSM audit process, a third-party firm is
selected to undertake engineering reviews of a random sample of custom
projects in each of the Commercial and Industrial sectors.

In consultation with the 2014 Audit Committee, in November 2014, EGD
retained MMM Group Limited (MMM) to conduct the engineering review
(Custom Project Savings Verification Study (CPSV)) ?° of the savings claim
for the 2014 Commercial custom projects.

The purpose of the CPSV is to provide an independent opinion of the
reasonableness of the energy savings claimed by the Commercial sector
and Low Income Multi-Residential sector custom projects in 2014 through a
review of a statistically representative sample of projects.

Using a sampling methodology developed for Enbridge and Union Gas by
Navigant Consulting in 2012, revised in 2014 and endorsed by the TEC
(attached as Appendix I), Ipsos Loyalty was contracted as an independent
third party to randomly select a representative sample of Commercial custom
and Low Income Multi-Residential custom projects claimed in 2014. In 2014,
there were 567 Commercial custom and Low Income Multi-Residential
custom projects completed, of which 27 were randomly selected by Ipsos
Loyalty for the CPSV.

A detailed Terms of Reference for the CPSV was updated and endorsed by
the TEC and provided to the CPSV consultant at the outset of the review.

29 The Commercial CPSV includes both the Commercial custom and the Low Income Multi-Residential
custom projects.
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Specific details regarding the scope of work and deliverables associated with
the study are outlined in the CPSV Terms of Reference (included in
Appendix A).

Results of the engineering review are shown in the next table, with the
claimed and revised CCM savings as recommended by MMM.

Table 46. Commercial CPSV Result

2014 Commercial Enbridge CPSV %
Engineering . , .
. Claim Recommendation | Difference
Review Results
Total CCM Savings 74,412,932 65,185,597 -12.4%
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Appendix C. Industrial Custom Project Savings
Verification Study (CPSV) Summary

As part of its annual evaluation and DSM audit process, a third-party firm is
selected to undertake engineering reviews of a random sample of custom
projects in each of the Commercial and Industrial sectors.

In consultation with the 2014 Audit Committee, in November 2014, EGD
retained Cole Engineering (Cole) to conduct the engineering review (Custom
Project Savings Verification Study (CPSV)) of the savings claim for the 2014
Industrial custom projects.

The purpose of the CPSV is to provide an independent opinion of the
reasonableness of the energy savings claimed by the Industrial sector
custom projects in 2014, through a review of a statistically representative
sample of projects.

Using a sampling methodology developed for Enbridge and Union Gas by
Navigant Consulting in 2012, revised in 2014 and endorsed by the TEC
(attached as Appendix I), Ipsos Loyalty was contracted as an independent
third party to randomly select a representative sample of Industrial custom
projects claimed in 2014. In 2014, there were 128 Industrial custom projects
completed, of which 19 were randomly selected by Ipsos Loyalty for the
CPSV.

A detailed Terms of Reference for the CPSV was updated and endorsed by
the TEC and provided to the CPSV consultant at the outset of the review.
Specific details regarding the scope of work and deliverables associated with
the study are outlined in the CPSV Terms of Reference (included in
Appendix A).

Results of the engineering review are summarized below, with the Enbridge
claimed and CPSV revised CCM as recommended by Cole Engineering.
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Table 47. Industrial CPSV Result
2%%]4 :gggﬁ;r'al Enbridge CPSV %
9 9 Claim Recommendation | Difference
Review Results
Total CCM Savings 8,279,071 9,001,386 +8.7%
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Appendix D. CPSV Realization Rates

The Custom Project Savings Verification (“CPSV”) process ultimately
facilitates the determination of project and portfolio specific realization rates.
The realization rate is the ratio that compares the CPSV firm recommended
savings to the savings originally claimed by Enbridge.

The realization rate extrapolates verified savings from a sample of projects
representative of the project portfolio and applies this calculation to the
underlying project portfolio. More specifically, realization rates are calculated
for each stratum sample, and a weighted realization rate is determined.

The methodology for determining the random sample and calculating
realization rates was established by Navigant Consulting in 2012, revised in
2014 and endorsed by the TEC (see Appendix I). This approach ensures the
sample of projects to be verified is statistically representative of the custom
project population for each of the Commercial/Low Income (Multi-
Residential) and Industrial custom project portfolios.

As detailed below, two separate realization rates were calculated by the
Auditor (Optimal Energy, Inc.) for cumulative gas savings results.

Ipsos Loyalty was retained to select a statistically relevant set of sample
projects, following the prescribed methodology, representative of Enbridge’s
2014 Commercial custom & Low Income Multi-Residential custom projects to
be reviewed in the Custom Project Savings Verification (CPSV).

For the purposes of the 2014 Commercial/Low Income CPSV, 27 projects
were independently selected for verification.

The CCM values recommended by MMM in their Final CPSV Report were
utilized to calculate a Realization Rate. This calculation was completed by
the 2014 auditor, Optimal Energy, Inc. This adjustment factor was applied to
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all 2014 Commercial custom and Low Income Multi-Residential custom
project results.

The Realization Rate for the 2014 Commercial/Low income Multi-Residential
custom projects is 80.8%. based on the CPSV firm recommended
adjustments.

The CCM values recommended by MMM in their Final CPSV Report were
reviewed by the auditor through the audit process and final auditor
recommended values were then utilized to determine the audit adjusted
Realization Rate. This calculation was completed by the 2014 auditor,
Optimal Energy, Inc.

The final post-audit Realization Rate for the Commercial/Low income Multi-
Residential custom projects is 83.7%.

Ipsos Loyalty was retained to select a statistically relevant set of sample
projects, following the prescribed methodology, representative of Enbridge’s
2014 Industrial custom projects to be reviewed in the Custom Project
Savings Verification (CPSV).

For the purposes of the 2014 Industrial CPSV, 19 projects were
independently selected for verification.

The CCM values recommended by Cole Engineering in their Final CPSV
Report were utilized to calculate a Realization Rate. This calculation was
completed by the 2014 auditor, Optimal Energy, Inc. This adjustment factor
was then applied to all 2014 Industrial custom project results.

The Realization Rate for the 2014 Industrial custom projects is 103.3%
based on the CPSV firm recommended adjustments..

The CCM values recommended by Genivar in their Final CPSV Report were
reviewed by the auditor through the audit process and final auditor
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recommended values were then utilized to determine the audit adjusted
Realization Rate. This calculation was completed by the 2014 auditor,
Optimal Energy, Inc.

The final post-audit Realization Rate for the Industrial custom projects is
103.5%.
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Appendix E. Breakdown of 2014 Results

This appendix provides additional detail regarding the 2014 DSM results. Separate
tables are presented for prescriptive and custom technologies.

The following three tables summarize results as follows:
e by technology for prescriptive offers
e summarized by type of custom project
e custom projects by sub-sector.

These tables are presented for illustrative purposes only.
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Table 48. Overview by Prescriptive Technology

Summary Overview by Prescriptive Technology

Net Annual Gas Net C.umulaﬁve Total Incentive Net Gas S.aved Total Net Net Gas Saved
Savings (m3) Cubic Metres Amount$ per Incentive $ Incremental per Incremental
(CCM) spent (m3) Costs $ spent (m3)

- Commercial
Air Curtains 125,999 1,889,978 $26,200 4.81 $99,608 1.26
Boiler - Hydronic Condensing 62,300 1,557,501 $11,200 556 $90,960 0.68
Boiler - Hydronic High Efficiency 1,279,960 18,064,040 $98,450 13.00 $555,541 2.30
Condensing Make Up Air Unit 62,749 941,241 $10,365 6.05 $27,320 2.30
Demand Control Kitchen Vent (DCKV) 670,528 10,057,921 $134,500 499 $893,000 075
Demand Control Vent (DCV) 180,262 2,703,923 $19,407 9.29 $32,918 548
Energy Recowvery Ventilators (ERV) 299,378 4,191,296 $33,831 885 $364,399 0.82
Energy Star Convection Ovens 2,076 24,912 $300 6.92 $2,100 0.99
Energy Star Dishwasher 430,903 6,524,358 $44 900 9.60 $107,036 4.03
Energy Star Fryer 203,878 2,446,541 $17,800 11.45 $493,044 0.41
Energy Star Steam Cooker 7111 85,334 $100 71.11 $828 8.59
Heat Recovery Ventilator (HRV) 11,564 161,901 $1,434 8.06 $18,451 0.63
Infrared Heaters 781,998 15,639,957 $70,800 11.05 $587,671 1.33
Ozone Laundry 376,236 5,643,538 $66,859 563 $411,240 091
Showerheads 913,581 9,135,810 $162,087 5.64 $195,863 4.66

Commercial Total 5,408,523 79,068,251 $698,233 $3,879,977

- Industrial
Air Curtains 371,708 5,575,626 $63,500 585 $222 957 1.67
Infrared Heaters 101,132 2,022,636 $8,400 12.04 $83,873 1.21

Industrial Total 472,840 7,598,262 $71,900 $306,831

-Low Income
Boiler - Hydronic Condensing 3,496 87,400 $1,000 3.50 $4 500 078
Boiler - Hydronic High Efficiency 53,506 1,337,650 $10,000 535 $23,450 228
Low Income Showerheads 183,838 1,838,385 $0 0.00 $37,975 484
Low Income TAPS 28,391 460,293 $0 0.00 $62,802 0.45
Weat herization 1,008,528 25,213,188 $4,494 530 0.22 $2,954 408 0.34

Low Income Total 1,277,759 28,936,917  $4,505,530 $3,083,135

Grand Total 7,159,123 115,603,430 $5,275,663 $7,269,942
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Table 49. Overview by Custom Technology

Summary Overview by Custom Technology

Net Gas Saved per Net Gas Saved per

Net Annual Gas Nret Cumulative Total Incentive e e Total Net Increm ental § spent
] Savings (m3) Cubic Metres (CCM) Amount $ (ma3) Incremental Costs (m3)
- Commercial

20 Year Space 328,588 6,971,750 $44.611 7.37 $2,215,286 0.15
5 YearSpace 44 570 222 850 $5,023 7.53 $23.544 1.89
Air Curtain 123,107 1,846,599 $17.309 7.08 $66.475 1.85
Air Handling Unit 28,957 434,357 $7,506 3.86 $2,259 12.82
Boiler - Hydronic Condensing 2,882,421 71,632,301 $685,940 4.20 $2,885112 1.00
Boiler - Hydronic High Efficiency 4,899,115 119,864,650 $791.595 6.19 $7.505.274 0.65
Boiler - Steam 55,193 1,379,816 $7,494 7.36 $224177 0.25
Building Envelope 49,334 1,233,351 $6,608 7.37 $324,433 015
Controls 4,556,468 68,347,026 $634,395 7.18 $5,221.898 087
DCV 15 yr 310,291 4,654,371 $42.127 7.37 $300,626 1.03
Dehumidific ation 35,799 536,985 54,860 7.37 $69,960 0.51
Destratification 798 144 11,972 157 $181.362 4.40 $785,647 1.02
Drain Water Heal Recovery 5,924 148,104 $804 7.37 $6,325 0.94
Heat Recowery/Economizer 279,988 4,199,817 $38,990 7.18 $554, 266 0.51
High Extraction Washer 59,081 590,810 $8.610 6.86 $212.634 0.28
Insulation/Caulking/Sealing 134,473 2,017,094 $18.477 7.28 $93,310 1.44
Operational Improvem ents 693,551 3,467,754 $89.820 772 $300,467 23
Pipe Insulation 11,390 170,855 $1.682 6.77 $9.804 1.16
Re-Commissioning 166,659 833,206 $22 627 7.37 $48.664 3.42
Reflective Panel 87,843 1,317,642 $14.289 6.15 $108,575 081
Roof Top Unit 8,499 127,487 $1.154 7.36 $19.888 0.43
Steam Condensate Recovery 28,450 426,755 $3,862 7.37 $34,685 0.82
Steam Pipe Insulation 43,000 646,486 $6,103 7.06 $70,048 0.62
Steam Trap 658,358 3,201,790 $53.261 12.36 $107.865 6.10
Tank Less/Instantaneous 18,778 338,001 $2,549 7.37 $21,816 0.86
VFD 63,328 949,920 $8,988 7.05 $368,265 017

- Industrial
10 Year Industrial 1,098,718 10,987,182 $85.520 1285 $88.983 1235
5 Year Industrial 482 979 2,414 893 $2.801 17241 $2.801 172 .41
Air Handling Unit 8,499 127, 484 $3.285 2. 59 $5,506 1.52
Boiler - Hydronic Condensing 103,936 2,598,399 $23,803 4.37 $185,406 0.56
Boiler - Steam 96,814 2,420,360 $24,354 3.98 $249 164 0.39
Boiler - Wateriube 30,472 457,079 $10,444 292 $26,750 1.14
Building Envelope 498 185 12,454 634 $119,239 418 $233,079 214
Condensate Recovery 140,939 2,114,078 $21,117 6.67 $27,575 511
Condensing Economizer 308,628 4,629,415 348 845 6.32 $142 482 217
Controls 387,620 5,814,307 $54.328 713 $236,043 164
Furnace 232,303 4,181,448 $48.993 474 $280,661 0.83
Greenhouse Curtains 1,617,741 16,177,405 $200,274 8.08 $1.171.791 1.38
Heat Recowery 222047 3,330,702 $21,674 10.25 $208,732 0.74
Heat Recowery/Economizer 116,202 1,743,029 $40,522 2.87 $65,452 1.78
Industral Equipment 4,234,975 84,699,494 $693,159 6.11 $2,783,301 1.52
Infrared 269,149 5,382,973 $48,505 5.55 $542 041 0.50
Insulation 576,518 8,647 767 $90.770 6.35 $119,103 4.84
Linkageless Control 97,871 1,468,067 $8.550 11.45 $12.150 8.06
Owen 28,410 426,146 $9.750 29 $9.750 29
Pipe Insulation 24 851 372,763 $1.916 1297 $1.916 1297
Roof Insulation 4. 529 113,229 $1.750 2. 59 $2.350 103
Steam Trap 1,420,520 7.102 602 $116,621 1218 $119,967 11.84

Industrial Total

- Low Income
Boiler - Hydronic Condensing 198,069 4,951,734 $118,498 1.67 $423632 0.47
Boiler - Hydronic High Efficiency 291,113 6,906,231 $145,544 2.00 $410,779 0.7
Controls 36,685 550,273 322 886 160 $66.983 0.55
Heat Recowery/Economizer 9129 136,937 $5,249 174 $43.200 [1 4|
Make Up Air Unit 263,929 3,958,930 $164 968 160 $439,209 0.60
Reflective Panel 667 685 10,015,274 $0 0.00 $668,945 1.00
Tank Type Water Healer 1,223 18,343 $584 209 $19,000 0.06

Low Income Total 1,467,833 26,537,723 $457,729 $2,071,838

Grand Total 29,841,145 511,423,205 $4,835,075 $30,258,236
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Table 50. Custom Project Overview by Sub-Sector

Summary Overview by Sub-Sector for Custom Projects

Net Gas Saved per Net Gas Saved per

Net Annual Gas Net Cumulative Total Incentive . Total Net
Incentive $ spent Incremental $ spent

Savings (m3 Cubic Metres (CCM Amount Incremental Costs
gs (m3) (ccm) s - .

- 'Commercial

Accommodation 247,484 4,782,830 $48,091 515 $351,357 0.70

Food Services 6,460 161,491 $1,635 395 $21,197 0.30

Government 139,847 3,378,464 $30,652 4.56 $113,619 1.23

Health Care 2,059,164 23,776,609 $292 943 7.03 $2,005,469 1.03

Large New Construction 1,637,147 40,928 677 $100,221 16.34 $5,115,874 0.32

Logistics 878,617 13,715,307 $175,712 5.00 $944 999 0.93

Multi - Residential Private 6,625,991 139,788,792 $1,332,213 497 $4,472 537 148

Other Commercial 489,560 9,233,597 $64,084 7.64 $544,731 0.90

Professional 989,851 18,325,443 $155,393 6.37 $1,373,007 0.72

Recreational Non-Govemment 299,735 4,647,005 $56,885 5.27 $399 896 0.75

Retail 560,449 9,581,379 $96,311 5.82 $1,128,002 0.50

Schools 335,348 8,270,582 $73,645 4.55 $683,515 0.49

Universities 2,101,755 30,631,855 $273,342 7.69 $4,426,202 0.47
Commercial Total 16,371,408 307,222,026 $2,701,126 $21,581,305
-Industrial

Agriculture 1,689,169 17,793,988 $220,896 7.65 $1,241,715 1.36

Industnal Custom 10,312,735 159,869,467 $1,455,324 7.09 $5,363,379 1.92
Industrial Total 12,001,904 177,663,455 $1,676,219 $6,605,094
-'Low Income

Multi Residential - Part 3 1,467,833 26,537,723 $457,729 3.21 $2,071,838 0.71
Low Income Total 1,467,833 26,537,723 $457,729 k| $2,071,838 0.71
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Appendix F. 2012-2014 DSM Plan — Multi-Year Results

Table 51. 2012-2014 DSM Plan Multi-Year Results

2014 2013 2012
Component Metric Actual Actual  Actual
Results Results Results

b
-4 Volumes Cumulative Savings (million m?) 766.69 970.05
[ w
.o
—3-8 Residential Deep ;
o9 . Number of Houses 5,213 1,649 271
3 Savings
Single Family . . - B
— Cumulative Savings (million m?) 25.7 32.9 24.7
g (Part 9)
B Multi-residential
3 HIHErEs : Cumulative Savings (million m?) 29.8 27.3 434
3 (Part 3)
g Multi-residential Percent of Part 3 Participants ;
5 3 74% 85% N/A
(Part 3) LIBPM Enrolled
Drain Water Heat
' # of Units Installed N/A® 6,465 5,047
z Recovery
Q - 7
r% Residential Savings Completed Units 1,059 967 N/A
—
3 by Design Builders Enrolled * 23 18 12
S
-9l Commercial Savings
= ) : ving New Developments Enrolled 19 16 9
=3 by Design
=
S . T e dinc il el 40,040 78,000 8,600
Home Labelling
Ratings performed 662 138 N/A’

Number of houses with atleast two major measures and where average annual gas savings across all
participants is at least 25% of combined baseline space heating and water heating usage.

LIBPM - Low Income Building Performance Management is the Low Income offer complement to the
Commercial Run It Right (RIR) offer.

Low Income Building Performance Management (LIBPM) percentage of Part 3 buildings enrolled in current
year program = (x+y)/(x+y+z):

x =# of new LIBPM buildings in the currentyear that have participated in another aspect of the Low
Income programin a previous year of 2012-2014 plan; y = # of new LIBPM buildings participatingin
currentyear that have not previously participated in the Low Income program; z = # of buildings in the
currentyear that have implemented custom projects other than LIBPM.

Eligible builders based on a minimum of 50 homes builtin the prior year.

Commitments to make provision for a data field to show home energy ratings for all homes listed by
participating realtors (industry-wide commitment to include such a field on MLS or similar listing service
and/or realtors' commitment to do so with all the homes they list on their own websites, handouts and other
consumer material).

Commitment from realtors collectively responsible for more than 5,000 (middle target) or 10,000 (upper
target) listings/year.

Metric did not apply in this year.

Program ended in 2013.
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Appendix G. New and Updated DSM Measures

On March 27, 2015, Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. and Union Gas Ltd. submitted a
joint application which sought approval from the Ontario Energy Board for new and
updated Demand Side Management measures. The Board assigned this matter file
number EB-2014-0354. On July 23, 2015 Enbridge and Union Gas were granted
approval of the new and updated DSM measures and input assumptions as set out
in the joint application, EB-2014-0354.

Below is the link to the OEB website to access the filing:

http://www.rds.ontarioenergyboard.ca/webdrawer/webdrawer.dll/webdrawer/
search/rec&sm udfl0=eb-2014-0354&sortd1=rs datereqistered&rows=200
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Appendix H. Avoided Costs
2014 Gas Avoided Costs

Combined Space &

Water Heating Space Heating ) Industrial
Water Heating

Baseload ($/m3) Baseload ($/m3) Baseload ($/m3) Baseload ($/m3)

Rate NPV Rate NPV Rate NPV Rate NPV
1 0.15488 $0.15 0.16267 $0.16 0.16145 $0.16 0.15536 $0.16
2 0.16264 $0.31 0.17227 $0.32 0.17071 $0.32 0.16339 $0.31
3 0.18316 $0.47 0.19229 $0.49 0.19061 $0.49 0.18428 $0.47
4 0.20437 $0.63 0.21450 $0.67 0.21262 $0.66 0.20578 $0.64
5 0.22945 $0.81 0.24138 $0.85 0.23906 $0.84 0.23083 $0.81
6 0.25834 $0.99 0.29654 $1.06 0.29129 $1.05 0.26060 $1.00
7 0.25101 $1.16 0.26761 $1.24 0.26470 $1.23 0.25280 $1.17
8 0.24938 $1.32 0.26588 $1.41 0.26299 $1.39 0.25116 $1.32
9 0.25036 $1.46 0.26692 $1.56 0.26402 $1.54 0.25214 $1.47
10 0.24321 $1.59 0.25930 $1.70 0.25648 $1.68 0.24495 $1.60
11 0.24807 $1.72 0.26448 $1.84 0.26161 $1.82 0.24984 $1.73
12 0.25303 $1.84 0.26977 $1.97 0.26684 $1.94 0.25484 $1.85
13 0.25810 $1.95 0.27517 $2.09 0.27218 $2.07 0.25994 $1.97
14 0.26326 $2.06 0.28067 $2.20 0.27762 $2.18 0.26514 $2.08
15 0.26852 $2.17 0.28628 $2.31 0.28317 $2.29 0.27044 $2.18
16 0.27389 $2.27 0.29201 $2.42 0.28884 $2.39 0.27585 $2.28
17 0.27937 $2.36 0.29785 $2.52 0.29461 $2.49 0.28137 $2.38
18 0.28496 $2.45 0.30381 $2.62 0.30051 $2.59 0.28699 $2.47
19 0.29066 $2.54 0.30988 $2.71 0.30652 $2.68 0.29273 $2.55
20 0.29647 $2.62 0.31608 $2.80 0.31265 $2.77 0.29859 $2.64
21 0.30240 $2.70 0.32240 $2.88 0.31890 $2.85 0.30456 $2.72
22 0.30845 $2.77 0.32885 $2.96 0.32528 $2.93 0.31065 $2.79
23 0.31462 $2.84 0.33543 $3.04 0.33178 $3.00 0.31686 $2.86
24 0.32091 $2.91 0.34214 $3.11 0.33842 $3.07 0.32320 $2.93
25 0.32733 $2.98 0.34898 $3.18 0.34519 $3.14 0.32966 $3.00
26 0.33387 $3.04 0.35596 $3.24 0.35209 $3.21 0.33626 $3.06
27 0.34055 $3.10 0.36308 $3.30 0.35913 $3.27 0.34298 $3.12
28 0.34736 $3.15 0.37034 $3.36 0.36631 $3.33 0.34984 $3.17
29 0.35431 $3.21 0.37775 $3.42 0.37364 $3.38 0.35684 $3.23
30 0.36140 $3.26 0.38530 $3.47 0.38111 $3.44 0.36398 $3.28

The Nominal Inflation Rate used in the tableis 2.0%
The Discount factor used in the tableis 7.0%
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1. Introduction

This report presents a sampling methodology intended for use in the evaluation of custom
demand side management (DSM) programs delivered in commercial and industrial (Cé&I)
sectors. The report provides a technical explanation of issues that have been raised in the
evaluation processes. It also provides justification for the approaches recommended herein.

Past evaluation studies of Union Gas Limited (Union) and Enbridge Gas Distribution
(Enbridge) custom programs have undergone third-party audits where the sample design and
realization rate calculations are examined. The processes and judgments applied in these
evaluation studies are audited to ensure that the analyses are transparent and accurate. The
recommendations in this report along with the technical discussions are intended to better
frame the issues for the third-party audit reviews and streamline the overall audit process.

The sample design methodology recommendations are presented in Section 5. The realization
rate and achieved precision methodology recommendations are presented in Section 6. The
report also contains three technical appendices discussing key issues and presenting the
calculations required to develop statistical program estimates.

1.1 Background

Union and Enbridge have delivered DSM initiatives since 1997 and 1995, respectively. Union
and Enbridge operate DSM programs, including programs that involve custom projects in the
industrial, commercial, multi-residential, and new construction sectors. Custom projects cover
opportunities where savings are linked to unique building and manufacturing specifications,
end uses, and technologies. Each project is assessed individually for participation in the
program. The DSM portfolio for both utilities includes several hundred custom projects
annually.

Union and Enbridge DSM activities are regulated by the Ontario Energy Board (OEB) and
adhere to the requirements as laid out in DSM Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities.! For custom
projects, the resource savings are determined through engineering calculations that are
determined at the design stage of each project. There is a need to verify the resource savings
through a third-party C&I engineering review.

A sampling methodology for custom projects was developed in 2008.%° This methodology was
intended to be used to evaluate future custom program impacts while the programs retained

”Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities.” EB-2008-0346. Ontario Energy Board. June 30,
2011.

2“Sampling Methodology for Engineering Review of Custom Projects.” Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. and Union
Gas Limited. Prepared by Summit Blue Consulting. April 3, 2008.
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roughly the same distribution of projects in terms of size and segment. There have been some’29¢ 154 0f 208

changes to the custom programs and Union and Enbridge are now preparing for the
engineering review of custom projects for 2012. As a result, there is a need to update the
sampling methodology. Both utilities seek a harmonized approach to evaluating custom
programs that involves on-site reviews of selected custom projects within a representative
sample of the respective utility project populations.

In 2012, both utilities entered into a new regulatory framework in Ontario that established a
new intervener process with the creation of a common Technical Evaluation Committee (TEC)
for both utilities. The goal of the TEC is to establish DSM technical and evaluation standards for
natural gas utilities in Ontario. The TEC will make recommendations to the OEB on annual
Technical Reference Manual (TRM) updates, establish evaluation priorities, and reach
consensus on the design and implementation of evaluation studies.

1.2  OEB Requirements for Evaluating Custom Projects

The OEB’s DSM Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities draws special attention to custom projects.
The Guidelines define custom projects:*

Custom projects are those projects that involve customized design and engineering, and where a
natural gas utility facilitates the implementation of specialized equipment or technology not
identified in the Board approved list of input assumptions. Projects that simply include a
combination of several measures provided in the list of input assumptions are not considered to be
custom projects. (p.5)

The Guidelines go on to prescribe an evaluation approach for custom projects:

For custom resource acquisition projects, which usually involve specialized equipment, savings
estimates should be assessed on a case by case basis. It is expected that each custom project will
incorporate a professional engineering assessment of the savings. This assessment would serve as
the primary documentation for the savings claimed.

A special assessment program should be implemented for custom projects. The assessment should
be conducted on a random sample consisting of 10% of the large custom projects; and the projects
should represent at least 10% of the total volume savings of all custom projects. The minimum
number of projects to be assessed should be 5. Where less than 5 custom projects have been
undertaken, all projects should be assessed. The assessment should focus on verifying the
equipment installation, estimated savings and equipment costs.

3Update Memorandum: Proposed Sampling Method for Custom Projects.” Summit Blue Consulting. October 31,

2008.

#Demand Side Management Guidelines for Natural Gas Utilities.” EB-2008-0346.Ontario Energy Board. June 30,
2011.
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All program result evaluations should be conducted by the natural gas utilities” third-party Page 155 of 206

evaluator(s). If possible, the natural gas utilities’ third-party evaluator(s) should be selected from
the [Ontario Power Authority’s] OPA’s third-party vendor of record list. The natural gas
utilities” third-party evaluators should seek to follow the OPA’s evaluation, measurement and
verification protocols,® where applicable and relevant to the natural gas sector. (p.39)

The recommended sample methodology contained in Sections 5 and 6 of this report conforms to
the Guidelines for custom projects. Appendix B presents the detailed equations necessary to
implement the recommended methodology.

1.3

Report Objective

The objective of this report is to develop a methodology for designing a sample and for
calculating achieved realization rates and sample confidence and precision using the observed
results from the sample. The recommended methodology must meet OEB requirements as well
as address the technical and programmatic needs of Union and Enbridge custom programs. The
steps taken to achieve this objective include the following:

Understand the composition of Union and Enbridge custom programs (Sections 2 and 3)
Review and analyze sample methodologies in selected jurisdictions (Section 4)
Recommend a methodology for designing and selecting samples (Section 5)

Recommend a methodology for calculating the achieved program realization rates and
sample confidence and precision (Section 6)

The recommended statistical methodology can be described as two-stage stratified ratio
estimation. A step-by-step approach to implementing the methodology for sample design is
presented in Section 5.4.

The recommended sample methodology is intended to provide sufficient flexibility to allow
Union and Enbridge to efficiently meet sample precision needs while the composition,
participation, and impacts of their custom programs resemble the current 2011/2012 programes.
If the nature of the custom programs changes, adjustments to the recommended methodology
may be warranted.

5“EM&V Protocols and Requirements: 2011-2014.” Ontario Power Authority. March 2011. (see page 129)
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2. Overview of Union Custom Programs

Union’s T1/R100 and commercial/industrial (C/I) custom programs are aligned under one brand
platform, the EnerSmart program. This ensures a seamless, recognizable brand throughout
Union’s franchise. The program scorecards are divided based on rate class.® The T1/R100
program consists of T1 rate customers in Union’s Southern delivery zone whose annual
consumption is over 5M m®and R100 rate customers in Union’s other delivery zones whose
annual consumption is over 25.6M m?. The C/I program consists of Union customers in all other
rate classes. The methodology in this report pertains only to the custom measures in these
programs. Additionally, Union is adding a new Low Income custom segment for the 2012
program year.’

Figure 1 outlines the rate class divisions of Union’s custom projects. The number of projects in
the C/I program is more than twice the number of the projects in the T1/R100 program but

represents less than half of the savings of that program.

Figure 1. Union 2011 Custom Projects Overview

Schedule 1
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Union Custom Sector ¢ of C.u stom Gas Savings % of Cusfom
Projects Portfolio
T1/R100 200 98,702,955 68.3%
Commercial/Industrial 459 45,472,108 31.5%
Low Income* 13 348,525 0.2%
Total 672 144,523,588 100%

*Low Income values are forecast for 2012 as this is a new segment for Union in 2012.
Source: Union Gas Limited

Custom projects are highly heterogeneous, with most projects tied directly to unique processes
or technology requirements. Each project is validated on a stand-alone basis by a
comprehensive professional engineering review and the overall programs are required to pass a
Total Resource Cost (TRC) screening process. The EnerSmart program was designed to achieve
savings in process-specific energy applications, as well as space heating, water heating, and the
building envelope. Given the customized nature by which tracking database savings estimates
are generated, Union conducts a third-party, on-site engineering study to verify the results of a
representative project sample.

Account managers market the program directly to customers for T1/R100 and a combination of
directly and indirectly through trade allies, channel partners, energy service companies,
engineering firms, and equipment manufacturers to all other rate classes. Account managers
work to cost-effectively promote energy efficiency within Union’s C&I customer base.

¢ Historically, the Union custom C&I program was divided based on whether the customer purchased gas under a
firm distribution contract or through a general service contract.
7 Low income includes commercial and industrial general service customers.

A Sampling Methodology for Custom C&I Programs Page 4
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3. Overview of Enbridge Custom Programs

Enbridge offers custom programs for the C&lI sectors. A variety of incentive-based initiatives
are offered to C&I sector customers. These initiatives include custom project incentives and a
suite of prescriptive offerings aimed at promoting specific measures. Given the myriad of
building types, end uses, ownership structures, and leasing arrangements, the C&I sector is a
complex and variable segment in which to market and deliver energy efficiency.

Enbridge’s Continuous Energy Improvement (CEI) initiative is focused on custom measures in
the industrial segment. As part of ongoing modifications to this program, the industrial
program will pursue greater targeting of small to mid-size operations and more flexibility in the
incentives offered. As such, in 2012 Enbridge proposes to increase its custom incentive and
expand its prescriptive offering to include more measures. Greater segment-focused marketing
activities aimed at the mid-size facilities will augment the traditional marketing efforts for
larger customers.

Figure 2 presents the commercial and industrial sector divisions of Enbridge custom projects in
2011. The number of projects in the commercial sector is more than six times the number of the
projects in the industrial sector, but the average commercial sector project is only about one
third the size of the average industrial sector project.

Figure 2. Enbridge 2011 Custom Projects Overview

Enbridge Custom # of Custom Gas Savings % of Custom
Sector Projects Portfolio
Commercial 780 37,470,116 68.2%
Industrial 127 17,482,847 31.8%
Total 907 54,952,963 100%

Source: Enbridge Gas Distribution Company

There are important differences in the Union and Enbridge custom programs. One difference is
the average size of project. The average Enbridge commercial project is about 48K therms
compared to about 99K therms for the Union C/I market projects. The average Enbridge
industrial project is about 138K therms compared to the Union T1/R100 industrial projects,
which average about 493K therms. In general terms, Enbridge’s programs serve a market more
dominated by commercial customers with smaller average project sizes, while Union’s
programs generally serve a market with more industrial customers, which results in larger
projects in terms of savings. These factors need to be taken into account in an efficient sample
design.

A Sampling Methodology for Custom C&I Programs Page 5
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4. Analysis of Sampling Methodologies in Selected Jurisdictions

This section presents the findings from a review of sampling methodologies used in the
evaluation of custom project programs in North America, including those described in annual
evaluation reports of selected utilities as well as methodologies contained within evaluation
protocols. The reviewed methodologies are all contained within publicly available documents.
Because the reviewed documents contain varying degrees of detail and explanation, the
Navigant Consulting, Inc. (Navigant) team applied its best interpretation of these documents to
synthesize the available information in a consistent manner.

4.1 Summary of Jurisdictions Reviewed

The analysis of the reviewed methodologies accounts for factors such as fuel type, customer
segment, and program design factors that might influence the design of samples for realization
rate analyses.

Seventeen documents® were reviewed covering 12 unique jurisdictions in North America listed
below:

e [Illinois (Chicago) — Commonwealth Edison Company®

e Michigan (Detroit) - DTE Energy°

e Massachusetts — Massachusetts Energy Efficiency Advisory Council covering NSTAR,
National Grid, and Western Massachusetts Electric Company

¢ New Mexico - El Paso Electric Company,'> New Mexico Gas Company,'® and Public
Service Company of New Mexico

¢ Pennsylvania (Philadelphia) - PECO Energy Company!>16

e Ohio - AEP Ohio"

8 Not counting the review of methodologies used by Union and Enbridge in prior evaluation cycles.
*“Evaluation Report: Smart Ideas for Your Business Custom Program.” (Program Cycle 2010-2011.) Commonwealth
Edison Company. Prepared by Navigant Consulting, Incorporated. May 16, 2012.
10“Reconciliation Report for DTE Energy’s 2010 Energy Optimization Programs.” DTE Energy Company. Prepared by
Opinion Dynamics Corporation. April 15, 2011.
“Impact Evaluation of 2008 and 2009 Custom CDA Installations.” Massachusetts Energy Efficiency Advisory
Council. Prepared by KEMA and SBW Consulting Incorporated. June 7, 2011.
12“Evaluation of 2011 DSM Portfolio.” El Paso Electric Company. Prepared by ADM Associates Incorporated. May 2012.
13Evaluation of 2011 DSM Portfolio.” New Mexico Gas Company. Prepared by ADM Associates Incorporated. June
2012.
14“"Evaluation of 2011 DSM & Demand Response Portfolio. “Public Service Company of New Mexico. Prepared by ADM
Associates Incorporated. March 2012.
15 Annual Report to the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission for the Period June 2010 through May 2011.” PECO
Energy Company. Prepared by Navigant Consulting. November 15, 2011.
16 Audit Plan and Evaluation Framework for Pennsylvania Act 129 Energy Efficiency and Conservation Programs.
“Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission. Prepared by the PA Statewide Evaluation Team. November 4, 2011.
17Program Year 2011 Evaluation Report: Business Custom Program.” AEP Ohio. Prepared by Navigant Consulting,
Incorporated. May 10, 2012.
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¢ Maryland - EmMPOWER Maryland'® covering Baltimore Gas & Electric, Potomac Electfie?® 19901200
Power Company, Delmarva Power, Southern Maryland Electric Cooperative, and
Potomac Edison
e California — California Public Utilities Commission,'>??'covering Pacific Gas & Electric,
Southern California Edison, Southern California Gas, and San Diego Gas & Electric
e Vermont — Vermont Department of Public Service?? covering Efficiency Vermont and
Burlington Electric Department
e PJM Interconnection — covering participating utilities in the Midwest and Eastern U.S.2
e U.S. Federally Owned Facilities — U.S. Department of Energy?
e International Performance Measurement and Verification Protocol (IPMVP) — Efficiency

Evaluation Organization?

Figure 3 provides a high-level summary comparing the reviewed studies and Appendix C
presents more detail on methods used in selected jurisdictions.

4.2  Key Findings — Review of Methods Used in Selected Jurisdictions

Commercial and industrial programs across North America range in type and size, and they
frequently use inconsistent nomenclature. It is common to see custom C&I programs separated
from prescriptive programs; however, some utilities do combine custom and prescriptive
measures into a single program. Stratification approaches and confidence and precision targets
are determined differently, depending on each utility’s regulatory requirements and program
organization.

Many publicly available evaluation reports tend not to describe sampling methodologies in
much detail. These reports focus more on reporting evaluation results rather than describing
methods used. Certain attributes of the sampling methodologies can be deduced from the
reports, but explicit detail on the sampling approach ranges from little to none. The Navigant
team applied its best interpretation in assessing utility evaluation reports.

18“EmPower Maryland 2011 Evaluation Report — Chapter 4: Commercial and Industrial Custom and Re-commissioning
Programs.” Baltimore Gas & Electric, Potomac Electric Power Company, Delmarva Power, Southern Maryland
Electric Cooperative, and Potomac Edison. Prepared by Navigant Consulting, Incorporated.

9"Energy Efficiency Evaluation Report for the 2009 Bridge Funding Period.” California Public Utilities Commission.
January 2011.

20“The California Evaluation Framework.” California Public Utilities Commission. Prepared by TecMarket Works. June
2004.

21”California Energy Efficiency Evaluation Protocols: Technical, Methodological, and Reporting Requirements for
Evaluation Professionals.” California Public Utilities Commission. Prepared by TecMarket Works. April 2006.

2"Verification of Efficiency Vermont's Energy Efficiency Portfolio for the ISO-NE Forward Capacity Market." Vermont
Department of Public Service. Prepared by West Hill Energy and Computing Incorporated. July 29, 2010.

2“PJM Manual 18B: Energy Efficiency Measurement & Verification.” PJM Forward Market Operations. March 1, 2010.

2#“M&V Guidelines: Measurement and Verification for Federal Energy Projects Version 3.” U.S. Department of Energy.
Prepared by Nexant Incorporated. April 2008.

%“International Performance Measurement and Verification Protocol: Concepts for Determining Energy and Water
Savings Volume 1.” Efficiency Valuation Organization. January 2012.
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Protocols for evaluating DSM projects in specific jurisdictions tend to provide a more detailed
description of sampling methodologies used than the program evaluation reports. Protocols
generally allow specific sampling options such as selecting between census, simple random
sampling, and stratified sampling, as well as options for determining the appropriate basis for
stratification. The reviewed protocols usually offer step-by-step processes for designing
samples.

Meeting Precision Targets

Confidence and precision requirements vary widely across the reviewed methodologies. Both
one-sided and two-sided confidence intervals are common. Confidence requirements range
from 80% to 90%, and precision requirements ranged from 8% to 20%. These confidence and
precision requirements frequently differ in the level at which they are applied, which could be
for the program, the customer segment, the portfolio, or the transmission zone. One
methodology? adheres to a relatively rigorous precision target of 90/08, but the target only
applies to a 3-year term rather than annually.

On-site verification and evaluation is common industry practice for evaluating larger custom
program impacts. There are cases where phone and engineering algorithm verifications have
been used for custom programs in some years with more in-depth evaluation work performed
in other years. Phone surveys are generally reserved for process evaluation and establishing
free-ridership estimates. Phone surveys are less commonly used to estimate gross program
impacts. The reviewed methodologies tend to contain a rather substantial description of the
evaluation techniques used to estimate project savings, often describing in detail the
engineering models applied and how parameters were measured and used. Several evaluation
sample design methodologies apply more rigorous techniques or aim to achieve a census for
large projects that represent a high concentration of savings in order to cost-effectively increase
validity and accuracy of evaluation estimates at the project and program levels.?2

Ratio estimation is used in nearly all of the reviewed methodologies and has now become a
standard practice in the industry. Ratio estimation is a statistical technique whereby prior
information from a tracking database —“tracked savings” —is employed to reduce the overall
sample requirements. If stratification is used, the resulting precision is applied to the total based
on applying the realization rate measured for each stratum.

An expected variance must be assumed to create an initial sample design. This assumption is
made via an error ratio or coefficient of variation (CV). The CV is defined as the standard

2“Evaluation Report: Smart Ideas for Your Business Custom Program.” (Program Cycle 2010-2011.) Commonwealth
Edison Company. Prepared by Navigant Consulting, Incorporated. May 16, 2012.

27 As a point of interest, the more rigorous evaluation approaches for selected large projects can, on occasion, produce
a higher variance across the sample. This can produce the appearance of worsening sampling precision, but it is
generally viewed as producing more appropriate levels of confidence and precision for the program.

2“EmPower Maryland 2011 Evaluation Report — Chapter 4: Commercial and Industrial Custom and Re-
commissioning Programs.” Prepared by Navigant Consulting, Inc.
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deviation of the sample divided by the mean. In the case of ratio estimation, the CV should be
based on the variance of project-specific realization rates rather than the variance of savings.
Industry practice is to conservatively rely on historic evaluation results in selecting a CV for
sample design. When historic data are not available, conservative assumptions are made,
typically ranging from 0.5 to 1.0 depending on the expected homogeneity of the population.?
Ratio estimation can sometimes reduce the CV to levels around 0.3; however, these levels
represent “best outcomes” and should not be viewed as conservative when designing a
sampling framework.

The reviewed methodologies more commonly apply Z-values®3! than T-values in determining
sample precision. At larger sample sizes (i.e., greater than 30) the differences are insignificant.
But for smaller samples, application of the Z-value fails to account for the limited degrees of
freedom in the sample and can lead to overstating the confidence and precision achieved by the
sample.

Use of the finite population correction (FPC) factor is not frequently discussed. However, the
FPC has a valid statistical basis and should be used when evaluating smaller populations. Two
of the reviewed methodologies®?3* do not appear to use the FPC, and instead recommend a
census if the calculated sample size approached or exceeded the population size. Any sample
size calculation that exceeds the population is not taking into account the basic principles of
sample design. This approach is not statistically valid and can lead to excessive evaluation costs.
Although this topic is not frequently discussed, it is reasonable to assume that the FPC is
applied whenever size-based sampling was used since application of the FPC is necessary to
take advantage of the concentrations of savings in large projects.

Use of Stratification

The reviewed methodologies applied stratification in the sample design when population sizes
were not sufficiently small to achieve a census. Stratification approaches vary across the
reviewed methodologies and appear to be customized to fit each utility’s program structure,
number of projects, sizes of projects, regulatory requirements, and stakeholder concerns.

The review yielded two common approaches for stratifying based on size. The first approach
defines the large stratum based on very large projects in the population. Sometimes a census is

2“PJM Manual 18B: Energy Efficiency Measurement & Verification.” PJM Forward Market Operations. March 1, 2010.
(See page 30)

30“Audit Plan and Evaluation Framework for Pennsylvania Act 129 Energy Efficiency and Conservation Programs.”
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission. Prepared by the PA Statewide Evaluation Team. November 4, 2011.

31“The California Evaluation Framework.” California Public Utilities Commission. Prepared by TecMarket Works.
June 2004.

32“The California Evaluation Framework.” California Public Utilities Commission. Prepared by TecMarket Works.
June 2004. (See page 337)

3 Audit Plan and Evaluation Framework for Pennsylvania Act 129 Energy Efficiency and Conservation Programs.”
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission .Prepared by the PA Statewide Evaluation Team. November 4, 2011. (see

page 75)
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sought when the very large stratum contains only a few projects. The second approach divides
the population into strata of roughly equal contribution to total savings.?* In some cases, this
approach seemed to follow textbook examples rather than examining the program projects to
see if alternate approaches to stratification could be designed to increase precision. Simply
dividing the population into three roughly equal strata may overlook more appropriate
stratification designs that could yield higher precision and confidence. This approach is more
applicable when project size declines smoothly from large to small projects. Some of the
reviewed methodologies apply more rigorous evaluation and measurement approaches to
projects in the large stratum or for strata with highly heterogeneous populations in a cost-
efficient effort to improve accuracy.

Many of the reviewed methodologies stratify by segment instead of or in addition to stratifying
by size. Segments used for stratification included market sector (e.g., education, multi-family,
manufacturing, and other customer-type segments), geography, and project types (space
heating, water heating, or industrial process). Stratification by segment can be used to increase
precision for a given sample size as well as make the sample more representative of the
population.

Sample Staging

Schedule requirements for reporting often necessitate a rolling sample or staged approach to
sampling in order to begin evaluation efforts early enough to complete the evaluation tasks in
time to report results on schedule. About half of the reviewed methodologies implement staged
sampling. Most of the methodologies do not require reporting intermediate results, but rather
focus only on the final population results.*

A two-stage approach is most common?®*%7.3 where a stage one sample is drawn based on either
the first two or first three quarters of the year. Single-stage sampling and three-stage sampling
also occur in the reviewed methodologies. Details on the rationale underlying the calendar
periods for the different stages, and the allocation of sample to the different stages, were
generally not explicitly stated. In general, approaches were based on “reasonable judgment” by
the evaluators.

3“Program Year 2011 Evaluation Report: Business Custom Program.” AEP Ohio. Prepared by Navigant Consulting,
Incorporated. May 10, 2012. (See appendix ], page 33)

% Pennsylvania has a slight exception. Reporting quarterly results is required by Act 129. Although quarterly
reporting has been interpreted as applying to unverified results, verified results are reported for the full year.

%“Evaluation Report: Smart Ideas for Your Business Custom Program.” (Program Cycle 2010-2011.) Commonwealth
Edison Company. Prepared by Navigant Consulting, Incorporated. May 16, 2012.

37“Program Year 2011 Evaluation Report: Business Custom Program.” AEP Ohio. Prepared by Navigant Consulting,
Incorporated. May 10, 2012. (See appendix J, page 33)

3"Verification of Efficiency Vermont's Energy Efficiency Portfolio for the ISO-NE Forward Capacity Market.” Vermont
Department of Public Service. Prepared by West Hill Energy and Computing Incorporated. July 29, 2010.
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Gas & Electric Service
Major differences in evaluating savings between electric and gas utilities were not found.
Differences in evaluation methods are more likely based on program size and number of years
evaluating and reporting program savings. Most jurisdictions count both electric and gas
savings for custom C&I measures regardless of whether the administrating utility supplies both
fuel types.

Bias in Results

Industry best practices prescribe a demonstration of effort to control for common sources of
bias. Once a population of projects exists, the goal of the sample design is to estimate the gross
savings resulting from that population.® The principal concern about bias is that certain
elements of the population may be over- or underrepresented in the sample. Stratification is a
good approach for reducing this potential bias. Bias can also result from non-random sample
selection. Finally, bias can be introduced into the analysis by anomalous observations in the
sample that for some reason are unique and not representative of other members of the
population. If anomalous observations are also “influential” observations, then corrective action
may be necessary to provide accurate information from the realization rate calculation, and the
accompanying calculations of precision and confidence. The California Evaluation Framework
notes:40.41

[If] there is substantial bias, perhaps due to self-selection, non-response, deliberate substitution of
sample projects, or measurement bias, then the methods presented here can be seriously
misleading. For example it is misleading and counterproductive to report that the average savings
has been estimated with a relative precision of 10% at the 90% level of confidence if there is a
serious risk that the results might be in error by 25% due to bias. (p. 327)

The reviewed methodologies contain little description of efforts made to minimize bias.
Additionally, there is little discussion on the composition of the sample, treatment of outliers,
sample replacements, missing data points, or other sample adjustments. These discussions
could be addressed in project memos rather than expanding what is often a lengthy final
evaluation report. However, this is an area where standard industry practice may not be on par
with evaluation practices in other fields. It is not clear whether this deficiency is related only to
reporting or if it reflects limitations on current evaluation practice.

% Issues such as self-selection bias in recruiting program participation are not an issue for sample designs whose
purpose is to estimate the gross savings from those that did participate in the program. Once the frame of
participant projects is determined, the biases of concern are typically based on ensuring random samples, ensuring
representativeness, addressing extreme values, and using appropriate calculations consistent with the sample cases
to produced unbiased estimates of the population parameters.

40“The California Evaluation Framework.” California Public Utilities Commission. Prepared by TecMarket Works.
June 2004.

# The California Evaluation Framework contains a substantive discussion on accuracy and bias in chapter 12.
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5. Recommended Sample Design Methodology

This section describes the recommended sample design methodology for DSM programs for
Union and Enbridge. Sections 5.1-5.3 describe the key attributes of the recommended
methodology and offer support for their use in evaluating Union and Enbridge custom
programs. Section 5.4 presents steps for appropriate sample designs and sample selection.
Sections 5.5-5.6 present examples for Union and Enbridge illustrating how the sample
methodology might be implemented using representative tracking data.

Ratio estimation has become standard practice for the evaluation of large C&I programs, as it
leverages information available on the population of projects with the sample. The sample
design approaches discussed in this section are constructed to make full use of the ability to
leverage sample data in combination with information on the population from the project
tracking database. This is important given the relatively high cost of rigorously evaluating
custom C&I projects. Ratio estimation has become a common industry practice in evaluation
since it leverages information on the population to better interpret information from the sample.
Stratification has also become a common industry practice, although its application varies, and
its application may not result in strata that enhance the efficiency of the sample design. The
methods presented in this section are aligned with these basic concepts of leveraging
information to get the most out of the analysis.

The level of specification for sampling protocols observed in jurisdictions across North America
ranges widely. An overly specified methodology may lead to incompatibilities in future
evaluation efforts as the composition, participation, and distribution of impacts evolve.
However, an overly general methodology may lead to sample designs that do not meet Union
and Enbridge’s confidence and precision requirements with cost-efficient methods. The
recommended sample design methodology is intended to strike a balance between flexibility
and specification to allow Union and Enbridge to best meet their evaluation needs now and in
future program years.

5.1 Stratification

Stratification is recommended in designing samples for evaluating custom C&I programs.
Stratification is the practice of disaggregating the population into sub-groups based on some
criteria. Strata should be defined such that the strata sample frames are mutually exclusive (i.e.,
no overlap) and exhaustive (i.e., strata sample frames combine to represent the appropriate
population sample frame). There are three generally accepted reasons to use stratification:

1. Sample Efficiency: To reduce the required sample size needed to achieve confidence and
precision targets on an estimate. There are two common stratification practices that can

increase sample efficiency:
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e Stratifying by project size may reduce the overall number of required samples by
taking advantage of the concentrations of savings when relatively few projects
contribute to a large fraction of total impacts. This is most commonly seen in C&lI
evaluations, and the majority of reviewed methodologies apply this approach.

e Stratifying based on qualitative segments (e.g., project type or customer segment)
can reduce the effective variance compared to combining the segments in a single
stratum when segments of a population produce different results. For example, if the
project-level realization rate (RR) is expected to average 0.9 for lighting projects and
0.8 for heating, ventilating, and air conditioning (HVAC) projects, then the variance
of these segments combined will usually be greater than their individual variances.
Separating lighting from HVAC would then allow smaller sample sizes to meet the
required precision criteria for total combined savings.

Stratification design must reduce the effective sample variance in order to produce
gains in precision. The simple rule is that projects within a sample should have a
smaller variance within the strata than across strata. Lohr notes:**

Observations within many strata tend to be more homogeneous than observations in the
population as a whole, and the reduction in variance in the individual strata often leads
to a reduced variance for the population estimate. (p. 77)

e Stratification cannot make the problem worse (i.e., decrease precision). As a result, it
is strongly recommended.

2. Segment Results Required: To ensure sufficient sample sizes that can answer questions
pertaining to certain segments of the total population. For example, if stakeholders or
interveners require results specifically for HVAC-related projects in order to improve
program implementation in subsequent years, then creating strata for HVAC projects and
establishing a minimum precision requirement for those strata would help ensure that
sufficient data are collected to understand HVAC projects.

3. Reduced Potential for Bias by Improving the Representativeness of the Sample: For many
evaluators, this is the most important reason for stratification as part of sample design.
Stratification helps ensure that the sample appropriately represents the population. Since
simple random sampling allows for the possibility of under-sampling certain segments,
stratification can help ensure that the sample drawn provides the appropriate sample size
for each segment. For example, stratifying by project type can ensure that each major
project category is appropriately represented in the sample by explicitly drawing samples
for each project type. Other frequently used dimensions for stratification include customer
segments and site geographies. Representativeness quotas are sometimes used instead of

strata to ensure representativeness.

# Lohr, S. L., “Sampling: Design and Analysis,” Second Edition, 2010.
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The specific stratification approach will depend on evaluation of the population data. If the
distribution of project savings for a program is relatively tight** and there is not an easily
delineated group of large projects, then stratification by project size alone may not produce
sampling efficiencies. However, if the distribution of project savings is wide or there is clear
group of large projects, then stratifying by project size will likely produce sampling efficiencies.

It is important to note that when sample observations are collected based on a stratified sample
design, the strata weights must be applied in the estimation of the population realization rate.

The general rule for stratification is to attempt to select strata that have smaller variance within
the strata than between strata. Stratifying by segment may also be appropriate when realization
rates are expected to vary by segment. Judgment should be applied to segment the population
on the basis of mechanisms that lead to different realization rates, rather than simply using
common predefined segments used in program administration. For example, if steam projects
are expected to have a different realization rate than other project types—or even more widely
varied realization rates across steam projects—then a potentially useful segmentation may be by
steam projects vs. other non-steam projects. It is not necessary to segment by every major
project category to achieve the desired sampling efficiency, only those where this effect is
believed to be sizeable and where stratification may also help increase the representativeness of
the final sample across important technology categories.

5.2 Ratio Estimation

The application of a ratio estimation approach is recommended. Ratio estimation is the
statistical technique whereby the accuracy of “prior” tracked estimates is applied from the
sample rather than directly applying the absolute estimates of the sample. For DSM evaluation
efforts, the sample estimator is the realization rate for each stratum rather than the sampled
savings for each stratum. Ratio estimation is often used to increase the precision of estimated
means and totals. It is motivated by the desire to use information about a known auxiliary
quantity (i.e., tracked savings) to obtain a more accurate estimator of the population total or
mean (i.e., verified savings). When applying ratio estimation within a stratified population, the
separate ratio estimator approach should be used where strata are defined and analyzed before
combining strata.*

Ratio estimation would not be possible without initial savings estimates for the population. This
technique relies on establishing the variance based on the errors between the savings predicted
by the stratum average realization rates for each project and the actual savings measured for
each project. Ratio estimation effectively develops verified savings estimates based on
measuring the accuracy of the tracked savings. Therefore, it is necessary to ensure that the
tracked savings in the tracking database represent the best possible estimate based on the
available information.

4 A “tight” project savings distribution is generally considered to be within a single order of magnitude. Size-based
stratification should be considered when the distribution of savings spans multiple orders of magnitude.
# Lohr, S. L., “Sampling: Design and Analysis,” Second Edition, 2010. (Section 4.5)
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5.3 Sample Staging

A rolling sampling approach comprised of two sample draws (a two-stage sample approach) is
recommended to ensure that spring reporting requirements can be met. Reporting schedules
often do not provide sufficient time to design and evaluate a sample following the completion
of the project year. This type of schedule constraint frequently occurred in the jurisdiction
reviewed in Section 4. Sample staging can allow evaluation efforts to begin earlier on a
preliminary sub-sample of projects completed early in the program year. Thus, staging can
reduce the evaluation workload required between the end of the program year and the
reporting deadline.

A two-stage sample is recommended, where the first stage takes a sample draw from projects
completed in the first three quarters of the program year, and the second sample draw adds in
projects completed in the fourth quarter.

The sample design for the first stage should estimate or extrapolate the numbers of projects in
each stratum to the values expected at the end of the year.*>* Sample sizes should be
determined for this preliminary sample frame as an indication of the final population. While
judgment is needed to determine how much of the expected overall sample is drawn in the first
stage, it is unlikely that the first stage sample would fully require three-quarters of the
calculated sample sizes.? In general, practical considerations would support a lower split of the
planned sample between the first and second stages. This would allow for a sample that
adequately represents the year-end projects.

Union’s and Enbridge’s projects tend to come online more heavily in the fourth quarter, with
roughly half to three-quarters (depending on which program) of projects completing in the last
quarter. This would imply that a 50-50 split between sample stages would be reasonable, given
constraints related to the calendar time needed to set up and conduct the verification studies.
However, if the timing allows, Union and Enbridge might consider placing more of the sample
into the fourth quarter when savings from projects completed in the fourth quarter are expected
to contribute more than half of program savings. This recommendation is a compromise
between the time and resources needed to perform the number of site verifications, and the
need to meet program reporting deadlines. It simply is not possible for the utilities to wait until
information on that year’s full population of projects becomes available and then draw the
sample and complete the site verifications while still meeting the program reporting deadlines.

4 This step is important because it will reduce the effect of finite population correction that could otherwise lead to
underestimating the required sample sizes.

46 If the final quarter of the program year is known to have very large projects in disproportion to the first three
quarters, the strata weighting may be adjusted to account for this information.

47 The sample sizes may be further reduced slightly to allow for the possibility that the assumed CV is overly
conservative. If upon evaluation of the first stage, the assumed CV was not overly conservative, then additional
samples may be added in the second stage.
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This rolling sample or two-stage approach is often used in program evaluation (see Section 4
above) to meet timely reporting deadlines.

The sample design for the second stage should consider the population of the program year in
its entirety. Sample sizes should be determined for the entire population. The first stage sample
is intended to fulfill about half of the overall sample. The second stage is intended to fulfill the
remainder of the sample and should be selected from projects completed in the fourth quarter.#
If analysis of the first stage sample observations indicates insufficient sample sizes, then the first
stage may be reinforced in the second stage with additional projects selected at random from
the full program year population. An analysis of sample data should investigate whether
differences between sample stages are significant and adjustments are needed. Again, the goal
is to produce good information for making decisions regarding the custom programs for both
the utilities and stakeholders. Some judgment is needed in implementing this rolling two-stage
sample selection approach.

5.4 Recommended Sample Design Process— Seven Steps

The sample study should be designed to estimate the impacts of the population of projects in
each program year. At the time of this report, gross cumulative (i.e. lifetime) gas savings
measured in cubic meters (m?) is the primary impact to be studied and should serve as the basis
of the sample design.* The sampling and the application of population-wide realization rates
should all be performed using gross cumulative savings.*® The recommended sample design
methodology contains the following steps:

Step 1: Review project tracking database for accuracy and quality.

Prior to any stratification or sampling, large gains can be made in the resulting analysis and
precision by reviewing the estimates in the tracking database and making sure that the best
possible initial project-based engineering estimates are contained in the tracking database. It is
also important to make sure that appropriate contact information is contained in the files to
avoid having to replace drawn sample projects with supplemental projects held in reserve. One
of the most cost-effective ways to enhance the precision and confidence in the evaluation results
is to make the appropriate investment in the tracking database. A tracking database that is
accurate will typically reduce the costs of the evaluation, yield project realization rates that are
closer to one, and have a smaller variance across the project realization rates. Many utilities do a

4 Although this approach is intended to achieve roughly equal proportions of projects for each quarter,
disproportions by quarter should not be viewed as causing notable bias. Accordingly, if the first stage produces a
small number of projects in excess of what is required in the second stage, these extra projects may be counted
toward meeting the fourth quarter sample size requirements.

# This is a new basis for custom C&I evaluation studies beginning in program year 2012. The Technical Evaluation
Committee may decide to change this basis in future years.

% Ultimately, adjusted gross savings can be converted to adjusted net savings (i.e. by applying a program net-to-
gross ratio to the adjusted program gross savings). However, that would occur outside of (i.e. after) the
application of the sampling work discussed in this report.
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second check of the tracking database prior to the sample design and sample selection.

Identifying unique projects in the tracking database can help avoid outlier problems later in the
analysis. Examples of unique projects may be those with the only instance of a certain efficient
technology installed or even those with technologies whose impacts are difficult to predict.
These unique projects may be treated separately from the primary population to produce more
efficient samples for the vast majority of the population. Identification of unique projects can
also help ensure the representativeness of the selected sample and help eliminate problems in
the interpretation of the analysis such as bias in the realization rate.

Step 2: Evaluate the population and define strata.
Examine the population for ways to leverage the sample design to improve efficiencies in
meeting target confidence and precision levels. This includes three activities:

e Exclusion of extremely small projects — Ratio estimation weights project realization rates
according to project savings. Very small projects typically exert only negligible influence
on estimates of the total realization rate, the total savings, and the total achieved
precision. For many very small projects, a 100% difference in realized savings would
produce a negligible impact on the total estimates. The cost of evaluating the impacts of
these small projects exceeds the value of the information obtained from them.
Additionally, including projects that contribute only small fractions of a percent to
program savings in the sample frame might result in the random selection of projects
that includes a disproportionate number of these very small projects, which could
reduce the accuracy with which the overall realization rate is estimated for a given
sample size and reduce the overall representativeness of the sample. It is therefore
considered reasonable to exclude the very small projects (i.e., representing up to 5% of
the total program savings as appropriate) from the sample frame. The savings of the
population of very small projects may be adjusted by an appropriate realization rate!
and added to the program savings total.

o Identification of project size strata bounds — Efficiencies can be gained by stratifying by
project size when the distribution of project savings is wide or there is a clear group of
large projects. Sorting the projects by savings size can allow easy identification of
discontinuities in the project size distribution. If it is unclear whether natural project size
groupings exist; visualization of the project savings in a histogram should provide a
clearer indication. Typically, strata are set such that program savings within a stratum
fall within an order of magnitude.> Set strata bounds first based on natural breaks in the
distribution that result in easily delineated groupings. If natural groupings do not exist,

51If the remaining population is stratified by size, then the average small stratum realization rate should be applied.
Otherwise the population total realization rate should be applied. However, the savings accounted for by these
projects is so small that alternative assumptions should not affect the overall program savings estimates. Some
applications simply use a realization rate of 1.0 for these very small projects.

52 One rule of thumb is to keep the expected coefficient of variation of project savings to less than 1.0 within a
stratum.
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other approaches may be used such as stratifying into strata of roughly equal total
savings. The number of size-based strata typically ranges from two to four, with three
most commonly applied for C&I program evaluations.

o Identification of categorical characteristic strata bounds — Efficiencies can be gained by
defining strata along categorical qualities such that the coefficient of variation of project
realization rates for each stratum is lower than the resulting CV of the aggregated group
without the categorical strata. This basis for stratifying may be applicable when a certain
segment of the project population is expected to have different or more variable
realization rates than the rest of the population. Units that are generally more alike
should be grouped together in a stratum. For commercial projects, strata could be
defined by building type (e.g., schools, office building, and multi-family). Similar
buildings could be expected to have a lower variance in the estimated realization rate
across sites (i.e., within the stratum) than when combined with other building types.
Although categorical strata bounds are frequently applied in many DSM studies, they
are not mandatory and should be prudently applied.

The sample designer may be required to make trade-offs between stratification approaches.
Defining the appropriate strata is often the most important part of sample design; however, it
requires data analysis skills, subject matter expertise on the project types, and knowledge of
program administration and participation issues.

Step 3: Estimate an appropriate variance for each stratum.

In ratio estimation, the variance considered is that of the residuals on the stratum average
realization rate rather than the variance of the verified savings. Accordingly, a CV or error ratio
should be based on the assumed distribution of individual realization rates for the population
of projects in each stratum.

The CVs should be based on the un-weighted realization rates historic sample data, when such
data are available. Any changes in program composition, administration, or participation from
the previous year will decrease the validity of applying prior year CVs, and the assumed CVs
should be adjusted upward by 0.1-0.2 to prevent under-sampling. It is not recommended to
apply a coefficient of variation less than 0.30, in order to ensure sample sizes sufficient for
robust results and to allow for increasing variances that may result from evolving measurement
approaches and program participation.

A two-staged sample provides an opportunity to adjust the assumed CVs in the second stage to
incorporate the sample data already observed in the first stage. The observed CVs in the first
stage should still be slightly adjusted upward to account for variance and size unknowns in the
second stage sample.

5 The realization rates are un-weighted rather than weighted because it is assumed that any correlation between the
size of a project in a stratum and its realization rate is coincidental (especially in small sample sizes). So, applying
the historic correlation could result in under-sampling or over-sampling in subsequent program evaluation efforts.
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A CV of 0.5 may be assumed when historic data are not available. This is a standard industry
assumption and is generally conservative in ratio estimation if the population tracked savings
in the tracking database are reasonably accurate. However, custom projects with poor tracking
database estimates may produces CVs as large as 1.0. It is not uncommon to observe program
CV’s lowering over time as programs mature and tracking estimates improve. CVs can also
increase if more rigorous and precise methods are used to evaluate project savings; however,
this should not be viewed as a negative since rigorous methods create a more accurate
understanding of project and program results.

Step 4: Allocate observations to each stratum.

The overall sample should be designed to achieve 10% precision at a 90% one-sided confidence
level (i.e., 90/10 one-sided).5 % This confidence and precision target is meant to be used for each
custom program in each year. If changes are made to this target, these changes can be addressed
in the sample size calculations and do not necessarily warrant changes in the recommended
methodology. Appendix A and Figure 19 provide additional explanation and illustration for the
90/10 one-sided confidence interval and the other reporting confidence intervals.

Allocating the sample across strata to achieve target confidence and precision is not a simple
exercise and can often require an iterative approach. Proportional sampling is one technique
that is often applied, where the total sample size is calculated for the population and
subsequently allocated to strata in proportion to some characteristic such as savings.
Proportional sampling, however, fails to realize the efficiencies gained from stratifying and very
frequently results in over-sampling. Lohr notes:%

If the variances are more or less equal across all the strata, proportional allocation is probably the
best allocation for increasing precision. In cases where the variances vary greatly [across strata],
optimal allocation can result in lower costs. In practice, when we are sampling units of different
sizes, the larger units are likely to be pre variable than the smaller units [in absolute terms] and
we would like to sample them with a higher fraction.>

The California Evaluation Framework notes the skills required:

5 Based on October 25, 2012 Technical Evaluation Committee decision, the sample design should be based on a 90/10
one-sided confidence interval. Reporting of achieved confidence and precision should present the precision
achieved for three confidence intervals: 90% one-sided on the lower bound, 90% one-sided on the upper bound,
and 90% two-sided intervals. Appendix A provides additional explanation and illustrative examples for these
reporting confidence intervals.

% This target may be inferentially interpreted as the intent to ensure that there is a 90% likelihood that the actual
savings of the program population exceeds 90% of the sample estimate of program population savings.

% Lohr, S. L., “Sampling: Design and Analysis,” Second Edition.2010. (Section 3.4.2 discusses optimal allocation)

5 Lohr, S. L., “Sampling: Design and Analysis,” Second Edition.2010. (Section 3.4.2 discusses optimal allocation in
more detail - p. 87.)
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Stratified ratio estimation is somewhat more complex [than simple random sampling]...it
probably still requires someone to have basic training and/or experience in statistics to ensure
that it is understood and applied correctly.>

Given the judgment needed to develop a sample design, it is important to test the robustness of
the design by simulating different scenarios. Assessing several alternative allocations of the
sample across strata can usually improve sample efficiency.

Step 5: Determine criteria for assessing sample representativeness. (optional)

There are often categorical characteristics of the population that are not used in defining strata
but are still desired to ensure a reasonably representative sample.* For example, market
segment may not have been used in defining strata; however, a random sample that fails to
include certain major market segments would not be viewed as a representative sample. You
could establish new strata for these factors; however, it is expected that a random draw will be
representative across these factors and there is a benefit for a simple stratification design.

To address this, some criteria can be defined prior to randomly selecting a sample, which can be
used to assess the representativeness of the sample. Criteria should be established only for the
most important characteristics, and they should only be set for high-level characteristics that, if
not met, would represent an extreme sample that would not representative of the population.
Failure to meet the criteria will result in discarding the full original sample and selecting an
alternate full sample. Criteria can be established only for the total population or specific strata
as appropriate (See example in Section 5.5). Selection of a sample that does not meet
representativeness criteria should be a rare occurrence. This approach is only meant to mitigate
the possibility that a randomly selected sample might result in highly inaccurate statements
about the entire population. The necessity to discard the original sample should not occur in
most program years.

Step 6: Select a random sample.

The sample for each stratum should be selected at random from a uniform distribution. This
provides an equal opportunity for each project within a stratum to be selected.® This can be
accomplished in Microsoft Excel using the RAND() function® to assign a random number
between 0 and 1 to each project in a stratum. The projects should be sorted within each stratum

5“The California Evaluation Framework.” California Public Utilities Commission. Prepared by TecMarket Works.
June 2004, p. 316.

% These criteria are not intended to be overly restrictive in selecting a sample. Rather, they are intended to prevent
the unlikely but possible case where extreme over-representation or under-representation of certain project
characteristics occurs in the sample.

0 Sampling from a savings-weighted distribution can also be valid, but it is not recommended here since size-based
strata are already employed.

¢! Note that the RAND() function will continue to generate a new set of random numbers each time a cell is updated.
To prevent this, the values of the RAND() function can be copied and pasted (i.e., “paste values”) into a separate
column.
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based on the random number assigned to it, and the projects with the highest random number
should be selected for the sample until the target stratum sample size is reached.

The selected sample should be analyzed and documented. If criteria are set to assess the
representativeness, the selected sample should be analyzed against these criteria at this point. If
the sample does not meet the criteria for representativeness, then the full population sample
should be discarded and a new sample should be selected.

Recruiting the full selected sample is often not achievable since some program participants may
not respond or refuse to participate in the sample. Even when agreement to participate in
evaluation activities is required to participate in the program, full recruitment of the selected
sample can often not be achieved. Therefore, a set of potential replacement projects may be
provided to recruiters to fill in for non-recruited participants.

Potential replacements should be selected from the same random number list of the population
from which the original sample was selected. Replacements should be selected in priority of
assigned random number until full recruitment is achieved. The full population of a stratum
should not be provided to recruiters, whose incentives are not usually aligned to follow the
random prioritization of the sample, unless the full sample size is not expected to be achieved.

Step 7: Recruit the sample.

Recruitment of each stratum sample can begin once the sample has been selected and assessed.
Recruitment typically occurs over the phone, and may or may not involve scheduling of the on-
site evaluation visit. Ensuring the accuracy and completeness of contact information in the
tracking database can streamline the recruitment task.

The list of potential replacements may be initially withheld from recruiters to ensure that the
originally selected sample projects are pursued fully before being replaced by alternate projects.
This can help reduce the possibility for non-response bias in the sample. The California
Evaluation Framework notes:®2

It is very important to use the backup sample correctly. The most efficient way to recruit a sample
of the desired size may appear to be to contact both the primary and backup sample at once and to
schedule those sites that are first to respond and agree. But this is generally not sound practice
since this approach ensures that the response will be no better than 50%, assuming that the
backup sample size is equal to the primary sample size. Instead, the initial recruiting effort should
be limited to the primary sample. A backup should be used only if a primary sample site is
impossible to contact or refuses to participate. (p. 350)

62“The California Evaluation Framework.” California Public Utilities Commission. Prepared by TecMarket Works.
June 2004.
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A full effort should be made to recruit the original sample before resorting to replacements, and
the same effort should be made to recruit each replacement before moving on to the next.

5.5 Example Implementation of Sample Design Methodology (Union)

This section demonstrates how the sample design methodology might be implemented for an
example set of Union program data. The data used for this example has been randomized and
does not indicate historic program achievements that have undergone regulatory review in
prior years. The data for this example is intended to be representative of a typical program year
and are used in this example for illustrative purposes only. This example is for reference and
does not preclude the judgment needed to understand and address the idiosyncrasies of actual
program data.

This example applies the seven steps of the sample design process presented in Section 5.4
above.

Step 1 reviews the project tracking database for accuracy and quality. Of particular emphasis is
a check on the processes used to produce the initial estimates for savings contained in the
database and the contact information. This step is usually undertaken by the utility and is done
to provide the third-party evaluator with the best information possible. As mentioned above, a
more accurate tracking database will make it more likely that confidence and precision targets
will be met. This example assumes that the tracking database has been reviewed.

Step 2 evaluates the population and defines strata. Gross cumulative gas savings measured in
cubic meters (m?) is the primary impact to be studied and should serve as the basis of the
sample design. Figure 4 and Figure 5 show representative project distributions of savings® for
Union’s T1/R100 and C/I programs, respectively. Analyzing the distribution of project sizes
indicates that size-based stratification should produce sampling efficiencies. Other categorical
bases for stratification are not chosen for this example, although Union may consider isolating
new technologies into a unique stratum for future evaluation efforts.

6 The initial manual produced in November, 2012 used net gas savings in the examples. In this revised report, the
example analyses are performed on cumulative gross savings values to correctly illustrate how the sampling and
the application of population-wide realization rates for the utilities should be performed in current sampling
efforts.
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Figure 4. Illustrative Distribution of Savings for Union’sT1/R100 Projects
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Figure 5. Illustrative Distribution of Savings for Union’s C/I Projects
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The sensitivity to sample sizes is investigated to determine appropriate savings thresholds for
strata bounds. Figure 6 and Figure 7 show illustrative strata boundaries for Union’s T1/R100
and C/I programs, respectively.

Figure 6. Illustrative Strata Boundaries for Union’s T1/R100 Projects

. Lower Threshold of Cumulative ) Savings Represented
Stratum Size 3 Projects 0
Gross Gas Savings (m>) (%)
Large 50,000,000 10 31.4%
Medium 25,000,000 28 33.9%
Small 2,500,000 110 32.8%
Very Small 0 55 1.9%
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Figure 7. Illustrative Strata Boundaries for Union’s C/I Projects

Lower Threshold of Cumulative Savings Represented

Stratum Size . 3 Projects

Gross Gas Savings (m°) (%)
Large 25,000,000 11 33.0%
Medium 5,000,000 49 34.6%
Small 1,500,000 195 27.9%
Very Small 0 214 4.5%

The “Very Small” projects —representing the bottom 1.9% of T1/R100 program savings and the
bottom 4.5% of C/I program savings—are removed from the sample frame. These projects are
small enough that the value of the information gained by evaluating them is not likely to be
worth the cost. These projects should be adjusted by the Small Project stratum realization rate
when re-introduced in the final sample analysis.

Step 3 estimates an appropriate variance for each stratum. Historical evaluation results indicate
that CVs on project realization rates have been as low as 0.20 or as high as 0.40. However,
typical CVs have been near 0.25. CVs are set at 0.30 for all strata in this example.

Step 4 allocates observations to each stratum. Figure 8 and Figure 9 indicate the sample sizes®
and the assumptions used to allocate the samples when applying the calculations presented in
Appendix B.

Figure 8. Illustrative Sample Allocation for Union’s T1/R100 Projects
Total Gross

Mean Gross

Stratum . . Sample . K Stratum
. Population Size . cv T - value FPC Cumulative Cumulative Gas .
Size Size . ) Weight
Gas Savings REWTES
Large 10 7 0.3 1.94 0.58 | 88,950,000| 889,500,000 0.32
Medium 28 7 0.3 1.94 0.88 |34,339,286| 961,500,000 0.35
Small 110 6 0.3 2.02 0.98 8,454,545 | 930,000,000 0.33
148 20 1.73 1.00

6 In previous program cycles when Union’s custom programs were differentiated based on service contract rather
than rate class, the differences between program sample sizes were much greater. Sample sizes will likely be more
similar for the Union programs now that the programs differentiated based on rate class.
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Stratum . . Sample ) K Stratum
. Population Size . cv T - value FPC Cumulative Cumulative Gas .
Size Size . . Weight
Gas Savings Savings
Large 11 6 0.3 2.02 0.71 |45,545,455| 501,000,000 0.35
Medium 49 7 0.3 1.94 0.94 | 10,744,898 | 526,500,000 0.36
Small 195 7 0.3 1.94 0.98 2,176,923 | 424,500,000 0.29
255 20 1.73 1.00

The sample allocations are restricted to less than 75% of the total population for the two Large
Project strata. This restriction allows for some backup projects to exist for the Large Project
strata so that if recruitment of the original sample is unsuccessful, backup projects can be used
and the sample will likely not require re-stratification or re-allocation.

Step 5 determines criteria for assessing sample representativeness. Note that this is listed as an
optional step; however, it can be important for ensuring that the most appropriate information
is provided from this analysis for making regulatory decisions such as payment of incentives

and future program decisions. While the sample methodology applies techniques to minimize
the required sample sizes, the smaller samples are at an increased risk that a given random
sample is not sufficiently representative for extrapolation to the population and used to assess

whether savings targets have been met. This is why ensuring representativeness is an important

step.

This example establishes simple criteria to ensure representativeness of the sample across
market segment in the R1/T100 and the C/I program sample.% Several market segments are
specified in the tracking database, and their proportions are shown in Figure 10 and Figure 11.

Figure 10. Illustrative Representativeness Analysis of Project Market Segment for
Union’sT1/R100 Program

Large Projects Medium Small Projects

Project Market Gross Projects Gross Gross
Segment # Cumulative m? % Cumulative m? % # Cumulative m® %
Agriculture 6 54,000,000 6%
Food Services 1 12,000,000 1%
Healthcare 5 33,000,000 4%
Manufacturing 10 889,500,000 100% 27 919,500,000 96% 86 753,000,000 81%
Resource
Utility 1 42,000,000 4% 12 78,000,000 8%

10 889,500,000 100% 28 961,500,000 | 100% 110 930,000,000 100%

The main concern is that a randomly selected sample might under-represent the most important
market segments, leading to a bias in program results. In these sample designs, less than ten

65 Union and its sampling advisor may determine that no criteria are needed or that other criteria are needed based
on judgment and assessment of actual program data.
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sites may be drawn in a stratum; therefore, it is not impossible that this small sample size might
be quite unrepresentative in some strata due to an unlucky sample draw. Increasing the sample
sizes in each stratum could help resolve this issue, but the high cost of visiting each site and
gathering the verification data makes this very expensive. As a result, this representativeness
check should be considered.

In the T1/R100 program, manufacturing is clearly the dominant market segment and ensuring
that a representative sample from this segment across size categories is all that may be needed;
however, an evaluator may want to check to see if the random project selection (in the next
step) provides some projects from non-manufacturing segments such as agriculture and utility
market segments. The most significant risk is likely to occur in the small projects sample where
manufacturing accounts for 78% of the projects and 81% of the savings. It could be possible to
have an “extreme” sample occur in a random draw where non-manufacturing sites are “overly”
represented.® The sample for this stratum is only six projects. If five of these projects are non-
manufacturing when manufacturing accounts for 81% of the savings, this sample may not
provide the information desired from this verification effort. A criteria that at least three of the
projects in this stratum be manufacturing projects may represent the minimum needed to
consider the sample representative overall.

Figure 11. Illustrative Representativeness Analysis of Project Market Segment for
Union’s C/I Program

Large Projects Medium Projects Small Projects

Project Market Gross Gross Gross
Segment Cumulative m® % Cumulative m? % Cumulative m? %
Agriculture 17 151,500,000 29% 56 121,500,000 29%
Education 2 144,000,000 29% 1 7,500,000 1% 13 36,000,000 8%
Entertainment 2 4,500,000 1%
Healthcare 19 33,000,000 8%
Manufacturing 9 357,000,000 71% 31 367,500,000 70% 99 214,500,000 51%
Multi-Family 2 4,500,000 1%
Resource 1 4,500,000 1%
Retail 1 1,500,000 0%
Transport 1 3,000,000 1%
Utility 1 1,500,000 0%

11 501,000,000 | 100% 49 526,500,000 100% 195 424,500,000 | 100%

In the C/I program, the most important market segment is clearly manufacturing, followed by
agriculture and education. To ensure that this is a representative sample, it may be important to
be sure that the projects selected in the next step (random selection) contain some projects from
each of these market segments. Manufacturing represents 65% of the overall savings. The
agriculture and education market segments account for 19% and 13%, respectively, or 32% of
total savings when taken together. Given a sample size of 20 overall, and no more than 7 in each
stratum, a sample might be drawn that could be extreme and may not be an accurate

% What constitutes “overly” represented simply has to be defined by judgment exercised by the evaluator.
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representation of the population. Again, the concern is the high cost of conducting the site
visits, which argues against simply expanding the sample size or adding new strata. To ensure
that manufacturing does not entirely dominate the sample, it might be good to set
representativeness criteria, for example, that at least four sites be non-manufacturing sites.

Step 6 selects a random sample. The selection of the sample should be uniformly random within
each stratum. This is accomplished by applying the RAND() function in Microsoft Excel and
selecting the projects with the highest randomly assigned numbers to fulfill sample size
requirements. The sample is reviewed to ensure that it meets any previously established
criteria. Backup projects are also selected to replace any projects from the primary sample that
are not successfully recruited.

Step 7 recruits the sample. Projects from the primary sample are only replaced after four
recruitment attempts on four different dates. Projects that are not successfully recruited are
documented before being replaced by backup projects.

These seven steps illustrate how the sample design methodology might be implemented using
representative data. Following verification and evaluation of the sample, the sample data
should be analyzed according to the realization rate methodology presented in Section 6 and
according to the calculations presented in Appendix B.

5.6 Example Implementation of Sample Design Methodology (Enbridge)

This section demonstrates how the sample design methodology might be implemented for an
example set of Enbridge program data. The data used for this example has been randomized
and does not indicate historic program achievements that have undergone regulatory review in
prior years. The data for this example is intended to be representative of a typical program year
for illustrative purposes only. This example is for reference and does not preclude the judgment
needed to understand and address the idiosyncrasies of actual program data.

This example applies the steps of the sample design process presented in Section 5.4.

Step 1 reviews the project tracking database for accuracy and quality. Of particular emphasis is
a check on the processes used to produce the initial estimates for savings contained in the
database and the contact information. This step is usually undertaken by the utility and is done
to provide the third-party evaluator with the best information possible. As mentioned above, a
more accurate tracking database will make it more likely that confidence and precision targets
will be met. This example assumes that the tracking database has been reviewed.

Step 2 evaluates the population and defines strata. Gross cumulative gas savings measured in
cubic meters (m?) is the primary impact to be studied and should serve as the basis of the
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sample design. Figure 12 and Figure 13 show representative project distributions of savings®
for Enbridge’s commercial and industrial programs, respectively. Analyzing the distribution of
project sizes indicates that size-based stratification should produce sampling efficiencies. Other
categorical bases for stratification are not chosen for this example.

Figure 12. Illustrative Distribution of Savings for Enbridge Commercial Projects
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Figure 13. Illustrative Distribution of Savings for Enbridge Industrial Projects
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67 The initial manual produced in November, 2012 used net gas savings in the examples. In this revised report, the
example analyses are performed on cumulative gross savings values to correctly illustrate how that the sampling
and the application of population-wide realization rates for the utilities should be performed in these sampling

analyses.
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The sensitivity to sample sizes is investigated to determine appropriate savings thresholds for

strata bounds. Since the commercial program has a relatively large number of projects, it is

necessary to balance the effects of strata weight with the effects of finite population correction
when determining the threshold for the Large Project stratum. Figure 14 and Figure 15 show

illustrative strata boundaries for Enbridge’s commercial and industrial programs, respectively.

Figure 14. Illustrative Strata Boundaries for Enbridge Commercial Projects

Lower Threshold of Cumulative

Stratum Size . 3 Projects Savings Represented (%)
Gross Gas Savings (m°)

Large 8,000,000 9 17.6%

Medium 2,000,000 153 40.7%

Small 400,000 479 36.9%

Very Small 0 319 4.8%

Figure 15. Illustrative Strata Boundaries for Enbridge Industrial Projects
Lower Threshold of Cumulative

Stratum Size . 3 Projects Savings Represented (%)
Gross Gas Savings (m°)

Large 14,000,000 8 40.5%

Medium 5,000,000 22 32.8%

Small 500,000 79 25.1%

Very Small 0 32 1.5%

The “Very Small” projects —representing the bottom 4.8% of commercial program savings and
the bottom 1.5% of industrial program savings—are removed from the sample frame. These
projects are small enough that the value of the information gained by evaluating them is not
likely to be worth the cost. These projects should be adjusted by the Small Project stratum
realization rate when re-introduced in the final sample analysis.

Step 3 estimates an appropriate variance for each stratum. Historical evaluation results indicate
that CVs on project realization rates have been very low, sometimes less than 0.10. However,
applying CVs less than 0.30 is not recommended in order to ensure sample sizes sufficient for
robust results and to allow for increasing variances that may result from evolving measurement
approaches and program participation. CVs are set at 0.30 for all strata in this example.

Step 4 allocates observations to each stratum. Figure 16 and Figure 17 indicate the sample sizes
and the assumptions used to allocate the samples when applying the calculations presented in
Appendix B.

Page 30
A Sampling Methodology for Custom C&l Programs
© 2012 Navigant Consulting, Inc. (Proprietary)



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1

NAVIGANT

Mean Gross

Figure 16. Illustrative Sample Allocation for Enbridge's Commercial Program

Total Gross

Filed: 2015-10-30
EB-2015-0267
Exhibit B

Tab 1

Schedule 1

Page 183 of 206

Stratum . . Sample . K Stratum
. Population Size . cv T - value FPC Cumulative Cumulative Gas .
Size Size . ) Weight
Gas Savings Savings
Large 9 5 0.3 2.13 0.71 751,111 6,760,000 0.18
Medium 98 8 0.3 1.89 0.97 110,384 13,798,000 0.37
Small 590 11 0.3 1.81 0.99 29,766 16,758,000 0.45
697 24 1.71 1.00

Figure 17. Illustrative Sample Allocation for Enbridge's Industrial Program

Mean Gross

Total Gross

Stratum . . Sample . K Stratum
. Population Size . cv Cumulative Cumulative Gas .
Size Size . . Weight
Gas Savings Savings
Large 8 6 0.3 2.02 0.41 |33,321,429] 233,250,000 0.41
Medium 22 6 0.3 2.13 0.87 8,590,909 | 189,000,000 0.33
Small 79 5 0.3 2.35 0.97 1,809,938 | 144,795,000 0.26
109 17 1.75 1.00

The key reason that the required sample size is smaller for the industrial program than the
commercial program is that a larger fraction of the savings is concentrated in a smaller number
of projects for the industrial program. The sample allocations are restricted to less than 75% of
the total population for the two Large Project strata. This restriction allows for some backup
projects to exist for the Large Project strata so that if recruitment of the original sample is
unsuccessful, backup projects can be used and the sample will likely not require re-stratification
or re-allocation.

Step 5 determines criteria for assessing sample representativeness. Note that this is listed as an
optional step ; however, it can be important for ensuring that the most appropriate information
is provided from this analysis for making regulatory decisions such as payment of incentives
and future program decisions. While the sample methodology applies techniques to minimize
the required sample sizes, the smaller samples are at an increased risk that a given random
sample is not sufficiently representative for extrapolation to the population and used to assess
whether savings targets have been met. This is why ensuring representativeness is an important
step.

This example establishes a simple criterion to ensure representativeness of load type in the
commercial program sample.® Three load types are specified in the tracking database, and their
proportions are shown in Figure 18.

6 Enbridge and its sampling advisor may determine that no criteria are needed or that other criteria are needed
based on judgment and assessment of actual program data.
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Large Projects Medium Small Projects
Project Market Gross Projects Gross Gross
Segment # Cumulative m3 % Cumulative m3 % Cumulative m3 %
Space Heating 7 202,200,000 92% 135 438,300,000 86% 416 414,660,000 89%
Water Heating 1 10,500,000 5% 5 16,500,000 3% 53 37,440,000 8%
Combined 1 8,100,000 4% 13 55,800,000 11% 10 11,670,000 3%
Grand Total 9 220,800,000 100% 153 510,600,000 100% 479 463,770,000 100%

The main concern is that a randomly selected sample might over-represent water heating to the
detriment of properly representing space heating projects simply due to an unlucky draw of
insufficiently representative projects. As example criteria, it might be reasonable to require that
space heating projects must account for at least 70% of the savings in each stratum. A sample
that does not meet these criteria would be viewed as unrepresentative and would be discarded
and re-selected.

Step 6 selects a random sample. The selection of the sample should be uniformly random within
each stratum. This is accomplished by applying the RAND() function in Microsoft Excel and
selecting the projects with the highest randomly assigned numbers to fulfill sample size
requirements. The sample is reviewed to ensure that it meets any previously established
criteria. Backup projects are also selected to replace any projects from the primary sample that
are not successfully recruited.

Step 7 recruits the sample. Projects from the primary sample are only replaced after four
recruitment attempts on four different dates. Projects that are not successfully recruited are
documented before being replaced by backup projects.

These seven steps illustrate how the sample design methodology might be implemented using
representative data. Following verification and evaluation of the sample, the sample data
should be analyzed according to the realization rate methodology presented in Section 6 and
according to the calculations presented in Appendix B.

5.7  Summary of Sample Design Methodology

The sample design methodology described in this section is meant to apply advanced industry
practices to create a cost-efficient sample by leveraging preexisting project and program
information to the greatest extent possible. The methodology can be described as employing a
“stratified ratio-estimation” approach. The sample is administered in two stages to make the
best use of early observations that can be collected prior to completion of the program year. The
methodology provides a step-by-step description of sample design tasks, but leaves flexibility
to accommodate program changes in future years and cycles.
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6. Recommended Realization Rate Methodology

This section describes the recommended methodology for determining realization rates and
achieved confidence and precision based on sample observations of custom DSM programs for
Union and Enbridge. Section 6.1 describes the approach to determine verified realization rates.
Section 6.2 describes the approach to determine the precision on the realization rate and total
savings achieved by the sample. Section 6.3 discusses several potential adjustments that may be
needed to ensure that the results appropriately characterize the population and provide the
information needed by the utilities and stakeholders.

It is important ensure the quality of sample observation data prior to calculating achieved
realization rates and savings. Data quality issues can sometimes be discovered when analyzing
the sample, but it can be costly to correct the data at that point. Undetected data quality issues
would result in inaccuracies of total savings and precision estimates.

6.1 Determining Verified Realization Rates

Gross realization rates should be calculated for each stratum sample and applied to each
respective stratum population when estimating total gross cumulative gas savings.®

Applying gross realization rates to population strata is more complicated than assessing the
results in a simple random sample without strata, but it is necessary when efficiencies are
sought through stratification.”?’Again, efficiencies are important in this application due to the
high cost of gathering the verification data at each sample site. Lohr notes:

The population total is the [sum across all strata of the estimated stratum population mean times
the stratum population size]...This is a weighted average of the sample stratum averages; the
weights are the relative sizes of the strata. To use stratified sampling, the sizes or relative sizes of
the strata must be known. ™

Also, Wadsworth notes:

The estimator of the total of a stratified population can be expressed as the sum of strata of
estimators of the individual stratum totals. This representation suggests the valid generalization
that the estimator of the total in a stratum need not be limited to the expansion estimator, but
could be any appropriate estimator of the population in the stratum, including a ratio

¢ Ultimately, adjusted gross savings can be converted to adjusted net savings (i.e. by applying a program net-to-
gross ratio to the adjusted program gross savings). However, that would occur outside of (i.e. after) the
application of the sampling work discussed in this report.

70 There are examples in the evaluation literature where strata weights have not been used in the calculation of the
mean realization weight. This is clearly an oversight in these evaluations as it is a simple matter to weight the mean
ratios of each stratum by the appropriate stratum weight (i.e., the proportion of the population in that stratum).

I Lohr, S. L., “Sampling: Design and Analysis,” Second Edition. 2010, p. 69.
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estimator...then an estimate of the total in a stratified population may be constructed as a sum
over strata. 7>

These are standard procedures for developing population estimates from a stratified sample.
The methods for estimating the population parameters must take into account the strata
weights when stratification is used. The calculations needed to develop a verified gross
realization rate from stratified sample data are shown in Appendix B. This approach is based on
widely recognized methods published by Lohr.”?

This approach for determining gross realization rates is consistent with the recommended
sample design methodology presented in Section 5.

6.2 Determining Achieved Confidence & Precision

A precision level cannot be calculated without first establishing the confidence level. The
calculation for both confidence and precision comes from the same basic equation. Either
confidence or precision is first established, then the other is solved for. For example, a precision
of +/- 10% implies that the stated confidence level should span +/- 10% from the mean estimate.
The confidence may turn out to be 90%, 82% or another value. The confidence level is more
typically established and the precision is solved for. For example, the level of precision achieved
at a 90% level of confidence can be calculated and may turn out to be 10%, 12%, 15% or some
other number (as illustrated in Appendix A). Regardless, the calculating confidence and
precision are part of the same equation and one cannot be estimated without establishing the
other. Misunderstanding this basic concept frequently leads to problems in presenting and
discussing evaluation results in the industry. Additional discussion on confidence and precision
can be found in Appendix A.

Confidence and precision calculations also have to take into account the fact that a stratified
random sample has been used. The equations for calculating confidence and precision from a
stratified sample design are shown in Appendix B. This approach for determining confidence
and precision is consistent with the recommended sampling methodology in Section 5, and it is
consistent with the population realization rate and savings estimates described in Section 6.1.

Communications with the TEC indicated that they were interested in both the likelihood that
savings exceeds a given value and the likelihood that it falls above a given value. As a result,
the recommendation is to report achieved confidence and precision in three ways:”*

1. Achieved precision corresponding to 90% one-sided confidence on the lower bound
2. Achieved precision corresponding to 90% one-sided confidence on the upper bound”

2 Wadsworth, H.M., “Handbook of Statistical Methods for Engineers and Scientists,” 1990, p. 9.25.

73 Lohr, S. L., “Sampling: Design and Analysis,” Second Edition.2010. (Sections 4.1-4.5)

74 The achieved precision is a result of analyzing the sample data, and will usually differ to some extent from the
targeted precision applied in designing the sample.
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3. Achieved precision corresponding to a 90% two-sided confidence interval

Appendix A provides additional explanation and illustrative examples for the reporting of
confidence and precision in the estimated realization rate. The Figures in Appendix A are
intended to clarify the interpretation of confidence and precision in making decisions based on
the estimated realization rate.

6.3 Sample Adjustments & Related Issues

This section discusses several sampling adjustments that may be needed to accurately
synthesize the total population realization rate and savings estimates. The following three types
of adjustments are discussed:

1. Treatment of outliers and influential observations
2. Replacing sample projects
3. Post-stratification

Appropriately treating outliers and influential observations is important in accurately
estimating the realized savings for DSM programs. Parties to a discussion of estimating
program savings should understand appropriate treatment of outliers and influential
observations when estimates are based on a sample of the population.

Treatment of Outliers & Influential Observations

This section first presents a conceptual discussion. Following this discussion, an example from a
recent Union custom program evaluation is presented. Most statistical analyses should examine
the data for outliers and test to determine whether these outliers may be “influential
observations” that can skew the accuracy of a sample. Kennedy states the rationale for treating
outliers:

The rationale for looking for outliers is that they may have a strong influence on the
estimates...an influence that may not be desired. 7°

In other words, the reason for looking for evaluating outliers is that there may be a sample case
drawn that is well outside the expected bounds of the distribution and that this observation
may exert undue influence on the estimates of the analysis (i.e., an influential observation).
Osborne and Overbay further describe the effect of outliers:

The presence of outliers can lead to inflated error rates and substantial distortions of parameter
and statistic estimates when using either parametric or nonparametric tests (e.g., Zimmerman,

75 Achieved precision of the upper bound represents a simple inversion of the confidence interval for the lower
bound. Reporting on the upper bound is intended to facilitate an understanding that sampling uncertainties can
just as likely lead to underestimation of the realization rate and therefore underestimating overall program savings
as they are to result in overestimates.

76 Kennedy, P. “A Guide to Econometrics.” Third Edition. MIT Press, 1992, p. 279.
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1994, 1995, 1998). Casual observation of the literature suggests that researchers rarely report
checking for outliers of any sort.””

The issue is whether it is appropriate for a single observation to swing the overall results in a
substantial manner.”® If such an observation is found, then further study is needed to determine
the most appropriate course of action. In general, a sample of 10 from a population of 100
projects implies that each sample point represents 10 projects. However, if a selected sample
point is truly a unique case and does not represent other projects in the population, then an
adjustment may be warranted. Osborne and Overbay go on to state:

[The appropriate treatment] depends in large part on why an outlier is in the data in the first
place. Where outliers are illegitimately included in the data, it is only common sense that those
data points should be removed... Few should disagree with that statement.

The sample analysis should seek to determine whether or not outliers and influential
observations can be viewed as representative members of the main population upon which
population estimates may be inferred. Barnett and Lewis note:”

If they are not [suitable]...they may frustrate attempts to draw inferences about the original
(main) population.

One example can be taken from the analysis of the sample observation in Union’s 2011 custom
program. Two outliers were identified in the Distribution Contract (DC) custom program. One
verified project observed a gas savings realization rate of 3.75 and a second project observed a
realization rate of 0.18. A sensitivity analysis tested for the influence of these two observations
by removing® them and noting the changes in results.®!

The estimated overall realization rate for gas savings when including both observations was
1.25. This is a relatively high realization rate when compared to evaluation efforts across North
America, but not an unheard of result. Excluding the high observation lowered the estimated
overall estimate from 1.25 to 1.05. Excluding the low observation raised the overall estimate

77 Osborne, ]., Overbay, A. “The Power of Outliers and Why Researchers Should Always Check for Them.”2004
Practical Assessment, Research & Evaluation, volume 9, section 6. Link: http://pareonline.net/getvn.asp?v=9&n=6

78 A simple intuitive example of the impacts an outlier can have on a statistical analysis can be found in a Wikipedia
contribution (8/20/2012): Naive interpretation of statistics derived from data sets that include outliers may be misleading.
For example, if one is calculating the average temperature of 10 objects in a room, and nine of them are between 20 and 25
degrees Celsius, but an oven is at 175 °C, the median of the data could be between 20 and 25 °C but the mean temperature will
be between 35.5 and 40 °C. In this case, the median better reflects the temperature of a randomly sampled object than the mean;
however, naively interpreting the mean as "a typical sample”, equivalent to the median, is incorrect. As illustrated in this case,
outliers may be indicative of data points that belong to a different population than the rest of the sample set.

7 Barnett, V., Lewis, T., “Outliers in Statistical Data.” Wiley Series in Probability & Statistics, 1998/1994.

8 Removing or excluding an outlier entails isolating the sample point in a unique stratum such that the sample point
still counts in the analysis, but it is not used for extrapolating results for the un-sampled population.

81 Note that some observations may be identified as outliers but do not significantly influence the analysis results.
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from 1.25 to 1.32. Excluding both outliers produced an overall realization rate on gas savings of
1.11.

Discussions were held with Union concerning the two outlier observations. It is important not
to exclude an observation without examining the reasons that may contribute to the
observation’s extreme value. If the observation is representative of other projects in the
population, it should be left in. If it can be shown to result from a one-time construct and is not
likely to be replicated by other members of the population, then exclusion of this observation
should be considered. The discussions with Union indicated that both observations were likely
due to unique calculation issues and technologies involved.

The most conservative position in treating this outlier issue was taken—the high observation
was removed and the low observation was retained in the sample data set. This produces the
lowest overall program realization rate given the choices in addressing the identified outliers.
However, removing outliers in strata with small sample sizes may also adversely affect the
confidence and precision results and the sample may require augmentation to achieve
confidence and precision targets.

Projects that implement new technologies —whose savings estimates have had less validation —
or certain technology classes that are complex and difficult to estimate for the tracking database
may be at an increased likelihood to result in outlier realization rates. Identifying such projects
in the program tracking database could help isolate them and reduce their chance of skewing
program estimates. These projects could be placed into a separate category with different
confidence and precision targets for new technologies. Any projects that are truly unique
should be identified and addressed during sample design. These steps would not eliminate
these projects in terms of their contribution to overall program savings, but would allow for
appropriate methods to more accurately estimate program savings. If sampled, these unique
projects should not be considered representative of other projects in the main program. As a
result, addressing this issue in advance could improve the sample analysis and the resulting
program estimates.

Replacing Sample Projects

The final recruited sample should be analyzed and summarized, especially when replacement
projects are substituted into the originally selected sample. Recruiters should document the
reasons for unsuccessful recruitment of original sample members. Replacement samples should
always be selected in priority based on the assigned random number, and full effort should be
made to recruit selected replacements before substituting other replacements. If recruitment
rates are very poor, this may introduce a significant non-response bias. Low recruitment rates
should be investigated and documented, and recommendations may be made to improve
recruitment in subsequent evaluation years.
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Post-Stratification
If a sample did not achieve the desired confidence and precision and the stratification basis is
thought to be sub-optimal, post-stratification may be used to retrospectively re-stratify a sample
along more appropriate dimensions to demonstrate an improved precision achieved by the
sample. Often, post-stratification will not improve achieved precision, especially at relatively
small sample sizes; however, under certain circumstances this technique may be useful. The
Ontario Power Authority notes that:

A technique known as post-stratification may be used to develop estimates about sub-populations
after the study is complete and can be used if characteristics about the sub-populations are
unknown at the time the study in conducted.

This advanced technique should be reserved for special situations and utilized only after careful
consideration of other options and well documented in the experimental approach of the Draft
Evaluation Plan. %

Post-stratification should not be used on a normal basis, and if necessary should inform
subsequent program evaluation cycles to improve the sample frame and prevent the need for
post-stratification in future years.

6.4 Summary of Realization Rate Methodology

This section presents the method for calculating verified ex-post realization rates as well as for
appropriately calculating the confidence and precision levels for the estimated realization rate
and overall program savings. It also discusses three issues that can lead to adjustments to the
sample and recalculation of the realization rate along with confidence and precision levels.
There are several important concepts presented in this section:

¢ The program realization rate is inferred from the sample observations based on the
separate realization rates for each stratum.

e The realization rate calculations should apply the strata weights to accurately interpret
sample observations. This adds a bit of complexity, but no alternate application of the
observed data would be appropriate. This is considered standard practice in the
application of a stratification approach in statistics.

e There are some important and legitimate considerations that should be examined when
inferring estimates for a population from an observed sample. The following three
factors are discussed in this section:

1. Outliers and influential observations

2. Replacement projects when data cannot be gathered from the originally sampled
project

82EM&V Protocols and Requirements: 2011-2014.” Ontario Power Authority. March 2011, p. 130.
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3. DPost-stratification to provide higher precision and greater confidence in the

results
The equations needed to calculate the realization rates and achieve confidence and precision

from the sample data are contained in Appendix B.
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Appendix A. Explanatory Note on Confidence & Precision

The level of certainty associated with a statistical sample is most often stated in terms of a
confidence interval. A confidence interval contains two components: confidence level and
precision. Confidence level indicates the likelihood that an actual variable either exceeds a value
(i.e., one-sided confidence) or falls within a range (i.e., two-sided confidence). Precision®
indicates the bounding values of the corresponding confidence level. Confidence and precision
are both necessary to sufficiently describe a confidence interval.?

At the time of this report, the target confidence interval for the design of the sample is
established as 90/10 one-sided.® Figure 19 illustrates a 90% one-sided confidence interval with

10% precision for a sample whose realization rate (RR) is estimated to be 1.05.

Figure 19. Illustration of a 90% One-Sided Confidence Interval on the Lower Bound

90% Confidence Interval on Lower Bound
(RR = 1.05, Achieved Precision = 10%)
Likelihood of Actual RR From Verified Sample

A

1.1 1.2 1.3
Actual Realization Rate

[EY

0.8 0.9

8 Relative precision (e.g., 10% of the estimate) is most often used to set the precision as a percentage of the estimated
value rather than in absolute terms.

8 Also, the shape (i.e., one-sided or two-sided) is often used to fully specify the confidence interval.

8 Based on October 25, 2012 Technical Evaluation Committee decision the sample design should be based on a 90/10
one-sided confidence interval. Reporting of achieved confidence and precision should present the precision
achieved for both the 90% one-sided and 90% two-sided intervals.
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Reading off of Figure 19, this confidence interval can be interpreted as showing that:%

e There is a 10% likelihood that the actual value is less than 10% below the mean sample
estimate of 1.05.
e There is a 40% likelihood that the actual value falls between 10% below the sample

estimate and the sample estimate of 1.05.
e There is a 50% likelihood that the actual value exceeds the sample estimate of 1.05.

The reporting recommendations in Section 6.2 of the main report also call for the reporting of a
one-tailed test around an upper bound and a two-tailed test at a 90% confidence level. These
are illustrated in Figure 20 and Figure 21. Figure 20 illustrates a 90% one-sided confidence
interval on the upper bound. For this illustration a different realization rate estimate is use that
was used in Figure 19. In this case, the estimated realization rate is 0.90 and the level of
precision achieved at the 90% confidence level is observed from the sample to be 12%. This
confidence interval illustrates that the actual value has a 10% likelihood of exceeding the
estimated realization rate of 0.90 plus 12% (i.e., exceeding a realization rate 1.01). This likelihood
is illustrated by the dark shaded portion of the distribution in the Figure.

Figure 20. Illustration of a 90% One-Sided Confidence Interval on the Upper Bound

90% Confidence Interval on Upper Bound
(RR = 0.90, Achieved Precision = 12%)
Likelihood of Actual RR From Verified Sample

o el p—

-Illzlxl Bl LB

T I

0.65 0.75 0.85 0.95 1.05 1.15
Actual Realization Rate

8 This interpretation of the confidence interval is based on statistical inference, which assumes that the sample
provides an adequate representation of the population.
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Figure 21 illustrates a 90% two-sided confidence interval on a sample whose realization rate is
observed to be 0.95 and whose achieved precision is 15%. The dark shaded area in the middle of
the distribution represents the 90% confidence level that the actual value would fall between the
bounds set plus or minus 15% of the observed sample estimate. There is only a 5% likelihood
that the actual value would fall below the lower bound.

Figure 21. Illustration of a 90% Two-Sided Confidence Interval

90% Confidence Interval Two-Sides
(RR = 0.95, Achieved Precision = 15%)
Likelihood of Actual RR From Verified Sample

0.7 0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2
Actual Realization Rate

Appendix B presents the detailed calculation methods for determining the confidence and

precision achieved by a sample.
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Appendix B. Calculation Methods & Equations

B.1  Calculating Target Sample Confidence & Precision from Assumed CV

(Note: The formulae in this appendix are based on application of Lohr®” and Cochran,® and are adapted to
the vocabulary of the stratified realization rate problem of efficiency program evaluation.)

The standard error of the total savings of stratum h based on tracked ex ante savings® is given
by,

v,

o

Where CV},% is the estimated coefficient of variation in stratum h, defined as the expected
stratum standard deviation divided by the expected stratum mean.”® Where FPC, is the finite
population correction factor of stratum h, ny, is the sample size of stratum h, and TS’} is the
tracked ex ante total savings in stratum h.*> FPC, is given by,

SE,h:FPChX XTS,h

Np —np
FPCh = |———
h N, —1
Where Ny, is the population size of stratum h. The relative precision at the stated confidence
level of stratum h is given by,

RP' = tn X SE 5 100%

= tp X=X
Where ty, is the t-value derived from the confidence requirement and the sample size of stratum
h. The overall standard error can be calculated by aggregating the sample according to each

stratum’s weighting (i.e., expected percent contribution to total program savings). The overall
standard error of the tracked ex ante total savings of the program is given by,

8 Lohr, S. L., “Sampling: Design and Analysis,” Second Edition, 2010.

8 Cochran, W. G., “Sampling Techniques,” Third Edition, 1977.

% The prime symbol (apostrophe) is used to indicate that these values are based on tracked ex ante values rather than
verified ex post values.

% In cases of ratio estimation, the error ratio is substituted for the coefficient of variation.

%1 The coefficient of variation may be based on savings or realization rate, as in the case of ratio estimation.

%2 Total tracked ex ante is not necessarily required to compute relative precision since this term is also in the
denominator of the relative precision calculation.

Page 43
A Sampling Methodology for Custom C&I Programs
© 2012 Navigant Consulting, Inc. (Proprietary)



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 1

Filed: 2015-10-30
EB-2015-0267
Exhibit B

NAVIGANT .y

Page 196 of 206
r_ 2
SE'p = Z SEj,
h

The overall relative precision at the stated confidence level is given by,

!

, SE'p
RPP= tPX

x 1009
TS'» %

Where tp is the t-value derived from the confidence requirement and the overall sample size in
the population, and TS'p is the estimated total savings across all strata based on verified ex post
savings.

B.2  Calculating Achieved Realization Rates

Defining x;, as the tracked ex ante estimate and y;, as the verified ex post estimate of a single
sample point i in stratum h, the effective realization rate of a single sample point i in stratum h
is given by,

Yih

RRi h =—
' Xih

The stratum sample realization rate of stratum h is the sum of all verified ex post savings in the
sample of stratum h divided by the sum of all tracked ex ante savings in the sample of stratum
h, given by,

RR, = gieh Yin
iehXih

In stratified ratio estimation, the stratum realization rate should be applied to the tracked ex
ante estimates of each member j of the full population of stratum h to produce the total
savings estimate for stratum h. The verified total savings estimate for stratum h is the sum of all
tracked ex ante estimates in stratum h multiplied by the stratum realization rate, given by,

TSh = RRh X Exj"h
JER

% Note that i members of the sample are a subset of j total members of the applicable population.
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The verified total savings of the program can be calculated by aggregating strata results. The
program verified total savings estimate is given by,

TSp = Z TS,
h

The overall realization rate across all strata is the verified total savings of the program divided
by the tracked ex ante total savings of the program, given by,

TSp

RRp = ——
P TS,P

B3  Calculating Achieved Sample Confidence & Precision

A predicted estimate can be made for each member of stratum h based on the stratum
realization rate, where the predicted estimate is the tracked ex ante estimate of each member of
the stratum multiplied by the stratum realization rate. A residual error can be calculated for
each sample point in stratum h based on the difference between the verified ex post savings of
the sample point and the predicted estimate. The residual of each sampled point is given by,

ein = Yin — RRy X x;p

The sample variance® of the verified total savings in stratum h is derived from the stratum
residuals, given by:

V= — > el
h_nh—l €in

iEh

The standard error of the sample of stratum h can be calculated using the stratum sample
variance and the finite population correction factor. The standard error of the verified total
savings of stratum h is given by,

VW
o

SEh:FPChX XNh

% Sample variance is based on residuals of the verified measurement compared to the predicted estimate using the
stratum realization rate when applying ratio estimation.
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The relative precision for the stated confidence level of the verified estimate of stratum h is
given by,

RP, = t, x 2Lh 100%
=t X — X

The resulting confidence interval can be stated in terms of the realization rate or the total
estimate. The absolute two-sided confidence interval for the stratum realization rate and
verified total savings of stratum h is given by,

RRh + (RRh X RPh) and TSh + (TSh X RPh)

The absolute one-sided confidence interval for the stratum realization rate and verified total
savings of stratum h is given by,

> RRh - (RRh X RPh) and > TSh - (TSh X RPh)

The standard error of the verified total savings of the program is given by,

SEp = ZSE,f
h

The overall relative precision at the stated confidence level is given by,
RPp = tp X >Ep x 100%
P=trXqg 0

The absolute two-sided confidence interval for the overall program realization rate and verified
total savings of the program is given by,

RRp+ (RRp XRPp) and  TSp+ (TSp X RPp)

The absolute one-sided confidence interval for the overall program realization rate and verified
total savings of the program is given by,

> RRp — (RRp X RPp) and > TSp— (TSp X RPp)
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Appendix C. Summaries of Custom C&I Samples in Selected Jurisdictions

This appendix presents brief summaries of the sampling approaches used in custom
commercial and industrial (C&I) programs in selected jurisdictions. The reviewed approaches
are all contained within publicly available documents. Because the reviewed documents contain
varying degrees of detail and explanation, the Navigant team applied its best interpretation of
these documents to synthesize the available information in a consistent manner. Eight
jurisdictions are discussed below. Published information on the sampling procedures allowed
for a useful summary to be produced.

C.1 Summary from Illinois (ComEd)

The Commonwealth Edison Company (ComEd) Smart Ideas for Your Business program offers
all eligible commercial and industrial customers financial incentives for upgrading their
facilities with energy-efficient equipment. The program offers prescriptive incentives, available
for qualified equipment commonly installed as part of retrofit and equipment replacement
projects, or custom incentives, available for less common and more complex energy-saving
measures. Examples of custom projects include heating, ventilating, and air conditioning
(HVAC) measures (such as chiller upgrades and centralized thermostat control systems), large
commercial refrigeration measures, air compressor system upgrades, high-rise building
domestic water pumping systems, industrial process renovations, and non-prescriptive lighting
measures. In 2011, the custom incentive levels were $0.03/kilowatt-hour (kWh) for equipment
with less than a five-year life and $0.07/kWh for equipment with a five-year life or greater.”
These incentive levels were applied for the first $100,000 in incentives and then reduced by half
for the next $100,000, up to the project cost cap. In 2011, ComEd provided financial incentives to
887 projects. Of these, 32 projects were selected for evaluation to achieve confidence and
precision targets of 90% and 8% over the three-year program.®

A two-stage sampling methodology was implemented, with the first projects being sampled in
April of 2011 and the remaining projects sampled in July. The sampling approach stratified the
population of projects by project size. All custom projects were sorted into three strata based on
ex ante energy (kWh) savings, such that each stratum contained one-third of the total claimed
energy savings.” The evaluation sample was drawn to represent the population distribution by
stratum. Figure 22 shows the total number of projects and the evaluation sample by stratum.
This sample represents 100% of the population’s claimed energy savings in the first stratum,

% Any project involving Energy Management System programming is eligible for the $0.03/kWh incentive. To receive
the $0.07/kWh custom incentive, equipment must have a minimum payback of one year and a maximum payback
of seven years.

% A thirty-third project had been selected but after the site-visit it was moved into the following program year (PY4).

7 Note that ComEd’s custom program application does not require that applicants submit an estimate of savings,
suggesting that the claimed savings may be underestimated. In addition, more projects may be assigned to stratum
3, resulting in a less precise estimation of ex post gross impacts.
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59% in the second, and 5% in the third. In total, the 32 projects represent 45% of the program’s
custom projects’ ex ante energy savings.

Figure 22. ComEd 2011 C&I Sample Summary

Sampling Total Number of Projects | Evaluation Sample
Stratum
1 2 2
2 27 15
3 858 15
Total 887 32

Source: Navigant Review of Evaluation Report®

C2  Summary from Michigan (DTE Energy)

The DTE Energy Cé&I non-prescriptive program offers business customers financial incentives
for the installation of “innovative and unique” energy efficiency equipment and controls.
Examples of custom measures include energy management system controls, variable-speed air
compressors, and ultrasonic HVAC humidification systems. Ineligible customer measures
include on-site electricity generation, renewable energy, peak-shifting, fuel switching, or
changes in operational/maintenance practices that do not involve capital costs. The custom
incentive levels are $0.08/kWh, based on the first year of estimated energy savings, up to 50% of
the project cost. Projects require a one-year minimum payback and an eight- year maximum

payback.

In 2010, DTE Energy provided financial incentives for 515 energy efficiency measures associated
with 381 unique projects. Of these projects, 56 were selected for evaluation to achieve
confidence and precision targets of 90% and 10%, respectively, at the program level. This
sample of 56 was based on a proportional sampling of measures from each of the three major
technology groups: custom lighting, custom electric and custom gas.” Figure 23 shows the
number of energy efficiency measures, unique projects, and evaluation sample size by group.
The sample of custom lighting measures, custom electric measures, and custom gas measures
represents 60%, 45%, and 90% of ex ante gross energy savings, respectively, for the population.

%“Evaluation Report: Smart Ideas for Your Business Custom Program.” (Program Cycle 2010-2011.) Commonwealth
Edison Company. Prepared by Navigant Consulting, Incorporated. May 16, 2012.

% Due to the small sample of “custom electric”, several additional measure types were consolidated into this group to
avoid a potential distortion in the realization rate. For example, custom HVAC, custom motors, and measures
installed through a grocery RFP are included in the “custom electric” category.
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Figure 23. DTE Energy 2010 Custom C&I Sample Summary

Sampling Total Number of Total Number of Evaluation Sample
Stratum Measures Projects
Custom Lighting 321 252 27
Custom Electric 150 93 9
Custom Gas 44 36 20
Total 515 381 56

Source: Navigant Review of Evaluation Report!®

C.3  Summary from Massachusetts (National Grid, NSTAR, and Western
Massachusetts Electric Company)

The C&lI energy efficiency program run by the Massachusetts Program Administrators offers
financial incentives to business customers for installing energy-efficient equipment. Custom
projects are categorized as either a comprehensive design (CD) project or a comprehensive
chiller (CC) project. CD projects typically involve the new construction of commercial,
industrial, or municipal buildings that include at least four energy conservation measures
(ECMs) that achieve a minimum of 20% energy savings relative to code.’* CC projects typically
involve the installation of a new chiller and multiple other ECMs in an existing building that
achieve a minimum of 20% savings.

In 2008 and 2009, 25 custom projects were installed in National Grid, NSTAR, and Western
Massachusetts Electric Company (WMECO) service territories.'® Custom projects were
stratified for National Grid, NSTAR, and WMECO separately, resulting in three strata for
National Grid and one stratum for both NSTAR and WMECO. Although not specified in the
evaluation report, it appears that stratification was based on project size. Figure 24 lists the
number of projects and evaluation sample in each stratum by program administrator. Of these
projects, five were selected for evaluation to achieve confidence and precision targets of 90%
and 10%, respectively, three from National Grid and one each from NSTAR and WMECO.

100“Reconciliation Report for DTE Energy’s 2010 Energy Optimization Programs.” DTE Energy Company. Prepared
by Opinion Dynamics Corporation. April 15, 2011.

101 Examples of ECMs are building envelope upgrades, lighting fixtures and controls, cooling system upgrades, and
Energy Management System controls.

102 Twenty-two custom projects occurred in National Grid service territory, 2 in NSTAR, and 1 in WMECO.
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Figure 24. Massachusetts 2008-2010 Custom C&I Sample Summary

Sampling Stratum | Total Number of Projects | Maximum Gross | Evaluation Sample
Savings (kWh)
National Grid, 1 12 332,480 1
National Grid, 2 6 608,237 1
National Grid, 3 4 1,108,409 1
NSTAR, 1 2 3,352,840 1
WMECO, 1 1 496,579 1

Source: Navigant Review of Evaluation Report!®

C4 Summary from New Mexico (New Mexico Public Service Company
and New Mexico Gas Company)

New Mexico Gas Company and the Public Service Company of New Mexico have programs
that offer financial incentives to commercial and industrial customers for custom energy
efficiency projects.'™ The custom C&I program offered by the New Mexico Gas Company is
called “Commercial Solutions” and provides low-flow faucet aerators and pre-rinse spray
valves at no cost, as well as a $0.75/therm incentive for custom measures (e.g., water heating,
HVAUC, building envelope, and industrial process improvements). The custom C&I program
offered by the Public Service Company of New Mexico is called the “Commercial
Comprehensive Program” and provides rebates for a range of prescriptive and custom
measures. Projects are classified as either retrofit, new construction, or QuickSaver direct-install.

The sampling methodology to evaluate C&I programs utilizes stratified random sampling to
achieve 90% confidence and 10% precision levels. Projects are stratified by project size. New
Mexico Gas Company stratified into three strata. The Public Service Company of New Mexico
implemented the sampling strategy for retrofit, new construction, and quick-saver projects
separately. Due to the large population of projects for retrofit and QuickSaver, projects were
stratified into five strata, while new construction projects were stratified into three strata. Figure
25 and Figure 26 show the number of projects and evaluation sample by stratum.

13“Impact Evaluation of 2008 and 2009 Custom CDA Installations.” Massachusetts Energy Efficiency Advisory
Council. Prepared by KEMA and SBW Consulting Incorporated. June 7, 2011.

104 E] Paso Electric Company also offers a custom Cé&I program. However, during 2010 and 2011 there were no
participants and as a result an evaluation of the program was not conducted.
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Figure 25. New Mexico Gas Company 2011 Custom C&I Sample Summary

Sampling Stratum | Total Number of Evaluation
Projects Sample
< 1,000 therms 16 3
1,000 — 5,000 therms 7 3
> 4,000 therms 5 5
Total 28 11

Source: Navigant Review of Evaluation Report!%
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Figure 26. Public Service Company of New Mexico 2011 Custom C&I Sample Summary

Source: Navigant Review of Evaluation Report!%

C.5

Summary from Pennsylvania (PECO Energy)

Retrofit QuickSaver
Sampling Total Evaluation Sampling Total Evaluation
Stratum Number Sample Stratum Number of | Sample
of Projects Projects
<26.5 MWh 95 5 <10 MWh 192 4
26.5-50 MWh 38 4 10-20 MWh 150 4
50-150 MWh 48 4 20-40 MWh 88 4
150-500MWh 29 5 40-95 MWh 44 4
>500 MWh 9 9 >95 MWh 10 10
Total 224 27 Total 484 26
New Construction
Sampling Total Evaluation
Stratum Number of | Sample
Projects
<70 MWh 12 3
70-250 MWh 9 4
> 250 MWh 2 2
Total 23 9

The PECO Energy Company Smart Equipment Incentives program offers financial incentives
for installing energy-efficient equipment in commercial and industrial facilities and in master-
metered multifamily residential buildings. The program offers incentives for both prescriptive

and custom measures. Examples of custom projects include energy management systems,

105*Evaluation of 2011 DSM Portfolio.” New Mexico Gas Company. Prepared by ADM Associates Incorporated. June

2012.

106"Evaluation of 2011 DSM & Demand Response Portfolio.” Public Service Company of New Mexico. Prepared by
ADM Associates Incorporated. March 2012.
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compressed air systems, process equipment and chillers, industrial systems, whole building
systems, and outdoor lighting. Custom incentive levels are $0.12/kWh for estimated on-peak
energy savings and $0.08/kWh for estimated off-peak energy savings, up to 100% of project
costs.1”

In 2010, PECO provided financial incentives to 1,085 non-multi-tenant projects and 490 multi-
tenant projects. Of these projects, 39 were selected for evaluation to achieve confidence and
precision targets of 85% and 10%, respectively, at the program level.’® The sample is stratified
by project size, based on ex ante energy savings, and by project-type (lighting, non-lighting,
custom). A three-stage sampling strategy was implemented, with the first stage occurring after
the end of Q2, the second stage after Q3, and the third stage after Q4.1%110 Within the sample,
custom projects make up the majority of stratum 1, accounting for 49% of ex ante energy savings
for the sample population.!!!

C.6  Summary from Ohio (AEP Ohio)

AEP Ohio offers commercial and industrial customers energy efficiency incentives through a
number of programs. The custom program provides financial incentives for “less common or
more complex energy-saving measures” that are installed as part of a qualified retrofit project
or equipment replacement project. Examples of custom measures include lighting retrofits,
HVAC measures such as VFDs, equipment controls, and process efficiency improvements.
Custom incentive levels are based on both energy (kWh) and demand (kW) savings in the first
year. Specifically, the incentive levels are $0.08/kWh, $100/kW, up to 50% of the project cost.
In 2011, AEP Ohio provided financial incentives to 220 custom projects. Of these, 54 projects
were selected for evaluation.

The sampling methodology stratified projects both by geography and by project size. At the
time, AEP Ohio had gone through a merger of two regional operating companies so that
participants in the custom program were distributed across two rate zone territories. The
sample design was conducted separately for each rate zone, targeting confidence and precision
levels of 90% and 10%, respectively, for each zone. A two-stage sampling methodology was
implemented, with the first wave of projects sampled in November of 2011 and the second
wave sampled in February of 2012. Projects were first separated by zone, then stratified based
on ex ante energy (kWh) savings. Projects were assigned to one of three strata such that there

107 On-peak hours include 12pm-8pm, June 1 — September 30 (excluding holiday weekdays). Off-peak hours include
8:01pm-11:59am, June 1-September 30, and all hours from October 1-May 31.
https://peco.icfi.com/sites/peco/files/2011 PECO CUSTOM Incentive Levels.pdf

108 The evaluation plan targeted confidence and precision levels of 85% and 15%, respectively. However, the final
sample design allowed for 85/10 confidence and precision targets.

109 The first stage included projects implemented in both Q1 and Q2 due to low levels of participation in the program
during Q1.

110 Note that PECO reports unverified savings quarterly.

1 Lighting and non-lighting measures account for 19% and 32%, respectively.
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was a relatively even distribution of cumulative standard deviation in energy savings between
strata. Figure 27 shows the number of total projects and the number of projects in the evaluation
sample for each zone and stratum. In total, the evaluation sample represents 62% of ex ante
gross energy savings for the population.

Figure 27. AEP Ohio 2011 Custom C&I Sample Summary

Sampling Stratum Total Number of Projects | Evaluation Sample
Zone 1, Stratum 1 5 5
Zone 1, Stratum 2 19 7
Zone 1, Stratum 3 85 12
Zone 2, Stratum 1 8 5
Zone 2, Stratum 2 18 11
Zone 2, Stratum 3 85 14
Total 220 54

Source: Navigant Review of Evaluation Report!'?

C.7  Summary from Maryland (covers five Maryland utilities)

The five EMPOWER Maryland utilities (Baltimore Gas and Electric, Potomac Electric Power
Company, Delmarva Power, Southern Maryland Electric Cooperative, and Potomac Edison)
offer large commercial and industrial customers financial incentives for the installation of
efficiency measures that are complex and/or unique, such as commercial HVAC and industrial
process improvements. Baltimore Gas and Electric (BGE) and Southern Maryland Electric
Cooperative (SMECO) offer rebates for up to 50% of retrofit projects and up to 75% of the
incremental cost of new construction projects. Potomac Electric Power Company (PEPCO) and
Delmarva Power (DPL) programs were implemented jointly and offer $0.16/kWh for energy
savings in the first year.!> Potomac Edison (PE) offers $0.05/kWh of ex ante energy savings.

The target evaluation sample for each utility was 12 projects to achieve confidence and precision
levels of 80% and 20%, respectively. At the time the evaluation samples were drawn, only BGE
had enough participants to reach the targeted sample of 12. PEPCO/DPL had 10 custom projects
completed, SMECO had 7, and PE had 11. For these utilities, the entire population was used as
the evaluation sample.!4

For BGE, the sampling strategy calculated the percentage of population energy (kWh) and
demand (kW) savings for each project using equal weights. These percentages were used to sort
the population of projects into three strata such that each stratum represented approximately
one-third of population savings. Random numbers were then assigned to projects within each

12“Program Year 2011 Evaluation Report: Business Custom Program.” AEP Ohio. Prepared by Navigant Consulting,
Incorporated. May 10, 2012.

113 As a result, participants in PEPCO and DPL'’s programs were combined into a single sample.

114 The final evaluation sample for PEPCO/DPL was reduced to eight due to barriers in doing on-site verification for
two custom projects.
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stratum. Sample projects from each stratum were selected based on the random number
designation. For BGE, the evaluation sample represents 58% of ex ante energy savings for the
population.

C.8 Summary from Vermont (Efficiency Vermont)

Efficiency Vermont offers financial incentives for installing energy-efficient equipment in
commercial and industrial facilities as well as multi-family buildings. The evaluation was
conducted for two program years, 2007 and 2008. The sample size was chosen to achieve an 80%
confidence level and 10% precision level for the entire portfolio of Efficiency Vermont
programs.

Sampling occurred in two stages, with the first wave including projects completed by April 30,
2008, and the second wave including projects completed during the remainder of 2008. The
sampling methodology categorizes projects by market type (retrofit or new construction/market
opportunities) and end use (lighting, HVAC, and other).

The sample of retrofit projects includes projects of all end uses, whereas the evaluation sample
of new construction/market opportunities projects only includes lighting projects. Projects were
stratified into three strata based on ex ante peak demand savings. Because demand reductions
are claimed separately for winter and summer, the population of projects/end uses was further
stratified by season. In particular, if the estimated peak reduction was higher during winter,
projects/end uses were assigned to “winter.” If the estimated peak reduction was higher during
summer or was roughly equivalent during winter and summer, projects/end uses were
assigned to “summer/non-seasonal.” Within each stratum, a random number was assigned to
each project/end use and ordered. The evaluation sample was then selected from the top of each
group. Figure 28 shows the total number of retrofit and NC/MOP projects, as well as the
evaluation samples stratified by project size and seasonality.

Figure 28. Efficiency Vermont 2007-2008 Custom C&I Sample Summary

Total Number of Projects Evaluation Sample
Sampling Retrofit NC/MOP Retrofit, Retrofit, | NC/MOP, | NC/MOP,
Stratum Winter Summer Winter Summer
0.8-5 kW 263 652 8 8 15 15
5-35 kW 244 315 16 17 23 26
> 35 kW 64 35 49 49 21 23
Total 571 1,002 73 74 59 64

Source: Navigant Review of Evaluation Report!’>

15"Verification of Efficiency Vermont's Energy Efficiency Portfolio for the ISO-NE Forward Capacity Market.”
Vermont Department of Public Service. Prepared by West Hill Energy and Computing Incorporated. July 29, 2010.

A Sampling Methodology for Custom C&I Programs

© 2012 Navigant Consulting, Inc. (Proprietary)

Page 54



oLIeJUQ kN
—

VUd(
m@Z< u =INA NS
S5 UIEVING




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 2 of 42



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 3 of 42

¢ PL0T31vddNn IDNVYHD ILVYINITD S.Ol4dYLNO

9bueyD a1ewl|D pue JUSWUOIIAUT DY JO JAISIUI
Aernp usp

12ueld |nyaneaq pue Ayiesy e :Adebaj [PRUSSSD

ue Ylim suoliesausb aining aaes| pue abueyd
S1ew> bupyby Jo sbuajjeyd ay1 01 9SH 5,197

"9DUSIDS pue uonebiw

‘uoneidepe 01 saydeoidde mau aiNbal ||IMm 1eYL 050

pue 070z 104 s1abiey yueriodull 189S sey JUaUIUISAOD

INO 'I9ASMOH "91ep 01 SpeU 9ARY oM ssaiboid

3y3 Jo pnoid we | pue abueyd a1ewp buissaippe

SPJRMO] SUO[1DE S,0l4PIUQ UO S1D3|J4 Lodai iy |

"Op 01 2J0W S| 2I3Y3 pUe ‘s3d1j0d [eIUSWIUOIIAUD
pue AbJaus INo pue ‘saaneniul bujuueld jeuoibal
N0 "JIsUBJY Ul SJUSWISDAUL YBNOJY1 — Seale 959y} JO
[[B Ul S9pIAS Bupjew Apealje si1uswuIsAob IO
‘dwnp ay3 10U ‘uaIp|iyd
INo J0j s1onpoid ubisap 01 PasU aM AUIOUOIS
UOQJed MO| & 0} SUOI}ISURIY PIJOM SU1 Se ‘puy "Pasu
9M SUOIIN|OS 9Y1 JO SUIOS SN[ 18 21N1DNJISeIjul
uaalb pue ‘suondo uopeodsues) UOGIEd-MO|
‘Bujuueid uegun 1ews ‘sbuip|ing 1usPYya-ABISuU
QIO "24NINJ Y1 104 PJINQ O3 paau am ‘uolieindod
BuIMoIb B yim suoissiuue bupnpal dasy o]
"SUOISSIWD Seb asnoyuaaib Ino Jo aieys 1sabie| syl
SOUIULIRIDP SGO[ INO puUe SSWOY JNO US9M19Q SA0W
OM MOY PUB YIOM M ISYM ‘SAI| SM IYM
"abueyd a1ewid 01 SUOIN|OS BulleISUOWSP
pue buipuy Ul Jlapes| plIoM e 3q 01 Adeded pue
2bpamou| [ed1bojoUYD3] ‘S|1S SY3 Sey OLrIUQ

"ININJ IOWSLI] ‘TURI[D B SPIEMO] JOYI30)

MJIoM pue UM YI[edY INo 199101d 0} MOU 1O JSNWT I\
"pajuRIS I0] k) Ud1Jo pue Aofuo am saoe[d pue poo] ‘SanIAnOe
9] 0] S9SSAUISN( PUB SOWIOY JNO WOIJ ‘SOAI[ INO JO 199.J AIIAD
SuIsuaeyo pue surdnisip 9210J SNOPUSUWIDI] B SI ISURYD J)eWI[)

98BSSI|N S, 191SIUNA




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 4 of 42

196181 0707 Y1 199W 01 ,palinbal suondNPal
UOISSIUD 31 JO 9669 ASILIR PINOM YDIYM — N OZL
9q 011582310} IR OZ0Z Ul SUOISSIWID ‘spuai) pue saidijod
1Ua1IND USAID) 3abJae) 107 s ssedans Ing ‘DAaiyoe
Ajuo jou 0} paydadxa s olLIUQ Ssueaw Siy |

WA £91 40 396181 3UL MOJRT ST LPIYM YA S9L

I 4|07 10} 158D10J SUOISSILID DHHO) [210]

SIAS] 0661 MOJR] 9608 196181 0507+
SIAS] 0661 MOJR] %S| 196181 0207
S|oA3] 0661 MOJR] %9 190181 1107
:a4e s)abaey oy

;ue|d uondy abueyd s1ewD

/007 @Y1 U] 1IN0 135 S1904e) a3 Splemo) ssauboid
pue (SHHD) sUoIssILUS seb asnoyusaib

S,01eIUQ JO a1epdn ue sapiroid 1odal siy |

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 174

196481 Y3 199U 01 palinbai sUoIIdNPal 0} (JeNs() Se sSaUISNY WOJJ) SUOISSILR Ul SUO[IdNPal paidafoid Jo ofiel 3y se paie|ndjed s| ssaibold 1

"OlIRIUQ 3IN1e[SI637 151 UOISS3S 15| FLOZ 10V 1Y 1aues|D 1o [eoD buipu3 ‘s |iig €
IN 8/8'99] 249M 7107 Ul PUB IN 87/ /L 219M SUOISSILS [BNIDR ‘0661 Ul ‘SISUINU papunoiun a4yl Buisn usym olel 21IinNdde ay3 S Jaguinu sy | "UoindNpal 1uad 4ad 3yl SI %6'S ¢
(/00 ‘OHRIUQ 10§ J9IUL S,U93ND) :01UOIOL) UD|d UONDY 2bUDYD 210U S;0LDIUQ UdaID) 0D '0lIRIQ |

<ulebe uaddey Jarau
[[IM PUB A1D1303919 9yl UO UoieIaUSb bujuing-|eod
‘passed JI ‘1ey1 21NsuUS 01 UOIIe|SIDa| padNpoIUIR)
Sey pue A3D1103]9 a1eJausb 01 |eod sasn sbuo| ou
OLRIUQ 107 |1MdY JO Sy "uonesauab A1D11D3|9 paiy
-|eod Jo 1N0-3seyd ay3 Ag Ajeudnd UsSALIP (/| 10)
WA GE IN0Ge AQ OlRIUQ Ul UMOP 28 SUOISSIUS /00T
9DUIS (S|9A9] 0661 MOJe] %6'S 10) IN L9 OF UMOP
SI9M OLIBIUQ Ul SUOISSIUS ‘(A101UaAU| 9U3) 1Joday
AJOJUDAU| [BUOIIEN 1591B| S ePRURD) JO JUSWUISAOD)
9y1 01 buIpIodde ‘7107 Ul "(AN) Ssuuoebaw //|
SJM OLPIUQ Ul SUOISSIUID HHO ‘0661 Ul
‘0661 01 32Bq SUOISSIWS [e210ISIY 1odal DDDINN
Sy 01 buiiodal suoneu |y ‘s19b.el 10} sieak aseq

JUJIayIp pardope aAeY (S00T S9SN UDIYM) epeued)
JO JUBWIUISAOD) 3Y3 S8 YdNS SUONDIPSHN[ awog
102031014 0104y 343 pue (DDD4NN) abueyD 21ewD
UO UOIIUSAUOD) YIOMBUIRIS SUOIBN PalIUN Yl Yim
subije pue a11oeid UOWWIOD S| YD1y ‘s19b.el S3 104
183/ 3seQ B Se 0pp| S9SN OLeIUQ 19hiel 3yl 199w
01 ApDINb 10e 01 9By oM MOUS| oM 19b1e1 070 JNO
BuleaW 01 ABM 31 JO SPIIYL OMI UBYL 2JOW I8 9M
3|1y "ueld s,20ulA0id 3y Ul 1IN0 135 S1964P1 99143 JO
1514 33 1901e1 7107 INO 2A3IYDE 03 109dX2 I
"OLIBIUQ 10} 2IN1INJ UL B 2INSUa djay 01 Os[e INq ‘3|
Jo Aljenb pue 1aueid 1no uo abueyd a1ewp Jo s1dedull
snoJsbuep ay1 PIoAe 01 110D |eqO|D Pa1eulpIo0d
e JO 1Jed se s1abie1 959y PaullLISISP SN

"UOT)O® I9YLINJ I0J Seare YSIYsty 03 sd[oy 110dax a3 ‘A[feurg
"SpUaI) 9ININJ JO SUIISBIAIO] 9] Sk [[9M SB SUOIOR I9)0

pue swreasoad ‘samr[od JO JUSWISSISSE AY) SI[qrUD 1 ‘Uonippe uf
"SUOISSTWO SBS 9SNOYUIIIG 9IUINJUI Je) AI9100S pue AUIOU0I9d
91 Ul SPUaI) JO UOIIRAIISqO ) s1roddns suryrodad juaaedsue)
‘Te[N8oY ‘ssaxdotd oguryo arewWI U0 A[rengal sirodal oLreju()

1J0day siy|



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 5 of 42

S

7102 31vddn I5NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO

"dyd'g018/SWa11/SUOISSILICNS ™ SSLI0JUSAUI ™ [BUONRU/SSLIOIUSAUI—BYH ™| xauue/s1i0dai™[euoieu/auldddun//:diy :21ay a|ge|ieAe sl AJoJusAu| 3yl §

"AQuIe1iaoun
pa1e1Dosse pue yoeoidde
Buljlopouwl ay1 saqudsa

€NOILD3S

'sa1jod dypads

JO s1oedwil 8Y3 pue SUOISSILUD
DHHD BupUSN U S10108) ASY
Y1 BUISSNDSIP — 10135

AQ SUOISSIUID UMOP S¥eaig

‘0€0C PUe 0Z0T #L0T 01 S15eda10)
uolssiwe patepdn ssoulnold syl
pue ‘Spusll WIs1-1oys pue -buo
'9DUIN0Id BY3 Ul SUOISSIWIS JO
$32IN0S Jofew ay3 saziewung

CNOILD3S

L NOILD3S

"1J0daJ SIY1 Ul S1SeD210) UOISSILWIS 9Y) JO SIseq
33 SUIIoj Os|e e1ep bulAlIspun si AUIOU0IS [BPUIACID BY3 JO SI01D3S [BJaASS Ul SSBURYD UOISSIUUS [BD1I0ISIY
91en|eAd 01 14odal SIY3 UO Sal[2) OURIUQ <1107 [UdY Ul PIses|al ‘SyuIS pup Sa2inos sasb) asnoyuaals) :z10z—-0661
1oday Aiojuanuj [puoiIDN SePeURD) JUSWUOIIAUTF UO paseq S| 1Jodai SIyl ul paiuasaid uoiewojul ay |

SUOI}D3S JO MIIAIBAQ


http://unfccc.int/national_reports/annex_i_ghg_inventories/national_inventories_submissions/items/8108.php

Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 6 of 42

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 9

UOIIBISUIDUI 91SBM PUE DUuljpuey IS1EMSISBM ‘PUB| UO [eSOSIP 91SBM PIjOS 91se/\
uonedidde 15z1]1349} pue JusUSbeURW SINUBL ‘UOIIRIUS LIS DLISIUT 24n}ndLbYy
seb [einieu se yons s|any (1SS0 Buisn saljian 2112313 AQ 1esy pue A1D1123|9 Buliessusn IS TRIPIBETE|

Buiiesy Jarem pue aoeds 1oy sbulpjing sBuIbIN

[PUOIINIASUI PUR [IDISWILIOD ‘|BUSPISSI Ul SBD [einieu Se YdNs s|any (1SS0} JO UORSNGUIOD sy | Piing

Bulnidenuew 1ayio pue 's1onpoid poom pue laded ‘siedjwayd ‘|1991s

pUE U0l 1UsWad JO uoidNpoid Sasnoyusaib (uoidNIIsuUod ‘sauladid Bujuiu up pasn [eod pue Ansnpuj
seb |eIn1eu ‘9302 Se YdNs [Ny 1SS0} JO UORSNGUIOD AIBUOIE]S PUP $255920.d [LISNPUI SWOS

[oAR1Y Jje puR
SULIRWI DISAWOP JO 21RYS S,01eIUQ PUB [[B] SB [|9M SB ‘'SPROI JJO PUR UO S3|DIYDA [RIDISUIIOD uoneylodsuel)
pue I1abuassed Aq suedoid pue suljoseb ‘[9s31p Se YaNs Sjany (1SS0 JO UOISNGUIOD 3y |

SUOISSIWg ser) ASNOYUIJD) JO SIDINOS

m:O_uQ_humWh_ 10129S | 3719VL

(ABOJOPOYIBI € UONDSS Ul papircid os|e S| 3y ‘AWoU0Da pue A13100S S,01RIUQ JO S1dadse
IISP J2Y1INJ) | d|geL Ul PaGUISIP $101D9S JIUIOUODD 1B AJ[ENLIA WOI} UWIOD SUOISSILID HHD

31 O1U| paz1i0b31ed 3R $32IN0S ‘1iodal SIYL U "BPRURY) JO JUSWIUISAOD) 33 Bulpnppul ‘suonipsun(
‘s1uRI9bRI Bupes| sodueldde wol) pue ‘9sn Jazl|iJs) JOU10 150U YAIM UISISUOD S| SHHD Bunewinss ol |_|W<UMM.._ On_ D Z<
"HD01S2A]| ‘S2552001d [LISNPUI SWIOS ‘S||ypUe] Ul yoeoudde siy | "oLRIUQO SPISUT PAWINSUOD 10 1YBNOJ aie WD Z mm|_| Z O _ mm _ _\/_m

PasOdSIpP 91SeM WO} SWOD 0S| SHHD) INg A1D1IDSID 1ey3 9dulA0Id U1 9PISINO SDIAISS PUR SPOOD ‘S|any JO
31eJ2Uab pue salIsNPUl JIaMOod ‘S3J21YA UNJ ‘Sauoy uonRdNPOoId 8y WOl ,SUoISSILIS paseg-uonduinsuod, m Q _\</|>_>_O Z OUM

183y 0} PISN S|aN} [1SSO4 B3 2Je Jey AQ $92IN0S uleul SPN|PUI 10U OP SUOISSILUD DHHE) Pa1PWINS

‘orreju() ut Sunerado sjueld [RLIISNPUL PUR SIITYDA ‘SSUIp[Ing
WOIJ ‘90URISUI 0] — SIOLIBPUNO(Q S20UTA0Id ) U121 PIIITUD
aIe ') SHIY) 9SLIdUWOD SUOISSTUID NH)[]X) PIIRWIISD S OLIRIU()

SUOISSILWT JO $321N0G

e

esesesee

'S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 7 of 42

[/ ¥10231vddN IONVHD ILVINITI S.OI4VLINO

1ep 7107-0661 :1oday AI01USAU| [BUONEN #10Z SY) :92/N0S

A 74

FJANLINDIEOY

ALIDYLO3T3

wl L

SONIATINg

%0€

Ad41SNANI

%€

NOILV1HOdSNVYYl

NOIL)3S

ZL0Z pue 0661 101235 Aq suoissiwg

15833104 pue SpuaJl uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

% m

FJANLINDIEDOY

wl7L

ALDIYLO313

%Sl

SONIATIng

%9E

Ad1SNani

%9C

NOILYLYOdSNVYL

L 34NOI4

's19bJe1 pue bununodde

$31 03Ul 9593 91eJ0dI0dUl 01 MOY ISPISUOD [[IM
OlRIUQ ‘3|qe|IeAR U013 1R 19119q SY DWWl SIY}
18 SOHD JO JUBWISSISSE S,0LPIUQ Ul PIPN|DUl 10U 218
S$HUIS PUB $32INOS 95941 210J219Y | 'S|e101 AI0IUSAU|
[PUONEN S,ePRURD) Ul PIPN|DUL JOU 1B 103035 A13S2104
pue abueyd 35N puUe '9sN pueT syl Wol SHHO

JO S|PAOWIR) PUB SUOISSIUID S,epRUERD) ‘SUOIIUSAUOD
BuUNOdIE NN YIM 9DUBPIOIIE Ul ISASMOH
“Hoday AIojuaAu| [euoleN Y3 Ul [9A9] [eUOlIeU e 1
S|PAOWIS) PUB SUOISSIUUD 9531 S1odal pue sjapowl
JUSWUISAOD [elapay oy “1oedull a1euwll|d e aney

UBD $3sN J9Y10 JO Spue| [RANYNDLHE 0 159104 WOl
pabueyd s asn pue| pue pabeuewl aie spuejdoid pue
515210} MOY JSASMOY ‘|ednieu aJe $3559201d 959y
JO Auel "sapelbap [els1ew djueblo pue sbueyd
SUOIPUOD Se a1aydsouie syl 0ul ¥deq uogied
9Se3[J OS|e UBD SHUIS UOQIeD ISASMOH “SHUIS UOGURD
Se UMOUY aJe 353y} — spoliad Buoj Joj uogled
2I01S PUB QIOSe UeD SPUB| JI9Y10 PUB S159104 324D
UOQJeD 33 U] SIUSWSJ1ISS PUR Spueiam ‘spuejdoid
‘Spue|sselbd ‘$152104 JO 9|0J Y1 S1D3|4a1 J0IDSS SIY |
"219ydsowie sy1 Woij SHHD BUIAOWSI pUe O}

SOHD bulppe Y1og ul 3jo) uenioduwi ue skejd ose
101095 ,A115210) pue abueyd 3N pue| ‘asn puel, 9y



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 8 of 42

R1eP 7102-0661 1oday AI01UDAU| [RUONEN #10Z YL 221105

suolssiwg [eo] uoneyodsuel)

100661 Woy
SUOISSILIS Ul sabueyd abejusdiad ayi sSmoys g 24nbi4

(2LOT-0661) suolssiwd
S,0l1RIUQ Ul SpUaJ} WId)-buo

Ansnpuj sbuipjing STpITRRETE|

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 8

SlL-

OoL-

2In}ndLby

oL

Sl
20D IN

ZL0Z-0661 101235 Aq suoissiwg oLejuQ ul sabueyd wial-6uot z 3¥NOI4

"2duln0id Y1 Ul K119

Pa1y-|e0d JO 2INSOPD 31 Jo 1dedwl [|N) 3Y3 103|J)
194 10U Op SUOISSIWS 7|07 1241 10N "9%0¢ 01 9%9¢€
W01 PaUID3P SeY SUOISSIWD [eLISNPU] JO 91eysS
31 3IYM ‘ZL0Z Ul %H€ 01 0661 Ul %97 WOlj UMOIb
sey 101025 uoneriodsuell 3yl Ul SUOISSILD JO 2IRYS

15833104 pue Spuail uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

9y 01235 A1DI1D3|9 Y3 pue AUOU0DS 9y} Ul
sabueyd bunosal ‘pabueyd sey oueuQ Ul 10109S
AQ SUOISSIWS JO UOINQLISIP 9yl ‘SI1eak 77 9oyl
JOAQ 'L 24nbBI4 Ul UMOYS e 101035 AQ SUOISSIUID JO
$9IBYS 7107 PUR 0661 9YL (IN) SSuuolebaw /9] oG
0] P31RWI1ISS 3Je SUOISSIWS DHD S,01eIUQ ‘7107 10
¢L0¢ Ul suolissiwo s oliejuQ

.
o
B

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 9 of 42

6 P¥10231vddn IONVHD ILVINITI S.OI4VLINO

"PaUIPP 9ARY SUOISSILUS ‘pouad aules
SU1 J9A0 19 0661 20UIS Apuedyiubis paseainul (e aAey
SIPIYA Jabusssed JO Jaguunu sy3 pue 32031s buisnoy
‘uoieindod se yons SISALP YO "OLRIUQ Ul SUOISSILUD
JO JSALIP SUO S| AWIOUODS 31 SMOYS € 21nbi4
"S9DIYDA pUR SaLISNpUL ‘sbulp|ing
JO Aouspuye AB1aus Y3 Ul sauswaAoldw] spew
pUe ‘UoeIUSD A1D1ID3|D WO PAIHWS UOQUeD SY3
pa3Npal sey ORI PoLd SUWES 3yl JSAO UISASMOH
"SUOISSILUS Seb asnoyusaib uo ainssaid piemdn
bumnd — Ajipeals umoib aney Awouods pue
uonendod s,ouRIUQO ‘T107-0661 Polad syl JIan0
“Yimolb 1eys 1oddns 1eyy ABJsus JO $921N0S pue asn
93Ul AQ Se [|am se yimolb diuouods pue uonendod
AQ Pa2USN|JUl SJB SUOISSIWIS Seb 95NOYuaain)

15833104 pue SpuaJl uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

NOIL)3S

(#107) AWOU0D3 Y3 U0 10daYy W] -BUOT ‘92ubUI JO AISIUl OLDIUQ /000 /ZL PUD 1000 /7]
21D WISNYD bpoub) S21ISIDIS {(#107) 2SpqpIn( 35N ABIau3 [pUODN @IeP Z10Z-0661 140day A101UsAU| [eUONEN +107 34 592005

%SL

%095

%S¢ %0 %S¢C- %085~

ddo jJo $ 1ad suoissiwg

suoIssiWw3 OHO

(dao) Awouod3

ZLOZ-0661 ‘suolssiwg jo siaAuq A3y ul sebueyd € 3HNOIL



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 10 of 42

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO oL

(#107) AWou0d3 ay1 U0 1oday WIS|-BuoT dubUl JO A1IS|Ul OLDIUQ '8IRP T107-0661 11003y AI0IUSAU| [BUOHEN #7107 DY :$224N0S

aul[aseg uoISSIWT 0661 - — — suoisslw3OHD ——  4ao i

¢l0C 0lL0C 800C 900C #00C <¢0O0C 000C 866L 966l V661 C66L 0661

0$ ool
00L$
oclL
00¢$
orl
00€$
001$ — 091
00S$ —
08l
009$ - "YIMOID DILIOUODS
pue uopendod Jo suolissiuua seb asnoyuaalb uo
0025 e 1oedwi oY1 bupebijw ale aseq |elsnpul s,oueuQ Jo
uosodwod BulIys 9y pue uoieIauab A1d1ID9|9
JO X1 buibueyd sy ‘Aousidya AbIsus parociduy|
0085 = e 'SIPA JUSD3I Ul PAUIDSP pUR PaZI|Igels Usyl ‘S000T
suolig $ T10T-0661 ‘suolssiwg HDHO pue d@o s,0l1eiuQ ‘o

Al1e3 341 01 0661 WOL M1 SUOISSILT ddD Yim
pasedwod puail Wisl-buoj siyl SMOYS ¢ 9anbi4

'%6'S AQ ||94 SUOISSIUUD S,0RIUQ ‘T107-0661 WO
spua4] wid]-buo] ¥ IUNOIH

.
.
.
.
.
.
o
B

e,

15833104 pue Spudi uoIssiw apIm-Awouod
A puespusil iop . NOILD3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 11 of 42

L

7102 31vddn I5NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO

1ep 7107-0661 :1oday AI01USAU| [BUONEN #10Z SY) :92/N0S

SUOISSIWT  yopeyiodsuel]  Ansnpuj sbuipjing

[eloL

NOIL)3S

ZL0Z-£00T 103395 Aq suoissiwg ouejuQ uj sabueyd wis-1ioys s 3UNOId

15833104 pue SpuaJl uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

STRITibET |

21N} nduby

2152/

%09-

%08~

%07~

%0¢€-

%0¢-

%01~

%0

%01

‘Spu=1] [BI0159S UO |19 2J0W 10) ¢ UOID9S 999

J0109S oY Ul swieiboid pue sapijod 01 anp parociduwl

Aouayya ADISUS Se PaulDap OS|e SUOISSIWID
SsBup|INg A1ISus1ul SUOISSIWS pancidul pue —
saunsop ueld buipnpul — uondnpold padnpal 0}
9|geINgu1e SI 101D3s AIISNpul Sy Ul UOIRdNPal 9y |
"uopeIauab A1D113j8 paly-|eod Jo 1no bulseyd
9y1 01 3|geINgH1Ie S AUDLIDSIS Ul Uo1dNPal 8y |

(G 24nBI4 935) SI01D3S [eLISNPUl PUB AYDIID3S SU1 Ul e

suonoNpal 15918216 34| 9%/ 10 YN £ AjR1ewixoidde
AQ paUIP3P 2ARY OLIRIUQ Ul SUOISSILD 2101 /007 DUIS
's1961P1 35041 199w djoy 01 papuIUl sapljod paynup!
pue s196.1e1 UoNdNPaI SUOISSILI S11 IN0 135 18] Ue|d
UONDY bueYD) S1eWI|D B Pases|a) oleIu0 00z Ul

(€L0Z-L007) suolssiw
S,0lielUQ Ul SpuUaJ} Wid)-10ys



102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO Cl

(£102) Awou033 3y U 1OdaY WIBL-BUOT @UDUIY JO AUSIUI OLDIUO /000 /21 PUD 1000 £Z1 S3GDL WISNYD DPDUDD SIASHDIS
(#107) 25DqDID 35 AbIauF [pUOIIDN ‘RIRP Z10Z—0661 :Hoday A101USAU| [BUOHEN #7107 DY} :592/N0S

(cw/3)

% —‘ NI sbuip|ing [eJswwo)
(w/3)

o\oN m| sbulpjing [enuapisay
W/

o\on| sbuipjing ||y

‘0661 9DUIS SUOISSIUUS S1I padnpal mml A,
sey A11snpul A19AS 1Yl UBSUI 01 U¥e) 97 10U p|Noys » Pl

pUE 101235 3 SS0ID. AM|IgereA 3U MOYS 10U S0P
2INBY SIY3 1_Y1 10N 0661 Ul UBYL JOMO| %1€ SeM

%

4%

(ddo Buindeynuew $/1)
Ansnpuj

Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 12 of 42

A1ISUSIUI SUOISSIUUD ‘7107 U] ddD bulnidenuew Jo (wy3/)
1ej|op Jad SUOISSIUUD Se pale|nd(ed ‘bunnidejnueu Qom.QI uonepiodsues] 3ybiaig
||RISAO JO AJSUSIUI UOISSILUD SY) SMOYS (W 3IYSA/3)
9 2nbBI4 "sa1ISNPU BulnideNURW AQ paleiauab o\ow FI uoneyiodsuel) 19buassed
3/ SUOISSIUID 1SOW 101D3S [el1snpul 9yl U
AdLSNANI

ZLOZ-0661 ‘S91MANDY A3)| JO Sa1ISUSIU| UoIssIwT Ul sabueyd 93YNOIL

"0007 21042 Pa1in220 Aysu1ul 1ybiaiy

Ul SyuswaA0IdW 93U JO ISOIN "900T J93J 958109p

$11 JO 150U MBS AJISUSIUI S]DIYSA Jobuassed ‘oSt Aq
P35EID3P 2JIDWIO|IY-2UU0) 1YDIRI4 J3d SUOISSILIS 3|1y
981 AQ Pa5E21D3P OLRIUQ Ul PS||2ARIL 2119WIO|1Y SIYDA
Jobusssed Jad SuoIsSSIWS ‘7107 PUe 066 U9am1ag
NOILVLHOdSNVHL

9SNOYUS16 UO Paseq SaNIsUSIUl UOISSIWS S1o1dap
9 24nb14 AWOUODS SSUSUI-UOCIED SSI| B SPIRMO]
pua11 e S91eDIPUI UDIYM ‘ZL0T PUB 0661 Usamiaq
paA0Idwl S101035 1SOW SSOIDB S3ISUUL UOISSIUIT
Sollisuajuj] uoissiwg

1J0dal S|Y1 JO 7 U0 Ul [IBISP 240W Ul PagHISIp
9Je 5101235 dYDads Ul spuai| “uonenodsuell pue
Asnpul ‘A121123)9 ‘sbulping se yons sisAlp seb

.
.
.
.
.
.
o
B

e,

15833104 pue Spudi uoIssiw apIm-Awouod
A puespusil iop . NOILD3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 13 of 42

¢l PL0T3ILvVdadNn IDNVYHD ILYIITD S.Ol4dYLNO

8€00 8¢ 2(gDL WISNYD DPDUDD SIUSHPIS ‘e1ep 71070661 110day A10JUSAU| [eUONEN 10T Y} 221085

BPeUE) JO353Y SDHD = = = OLEIUQ SDHD —— EPEeU.) 0353y daD [ ©Mew0 dad

‘0661 Ul SeM 1l 1eym Jley
UBY] $53| Sem pajelauab A10119319 JO Inoy-11emebib
09 Jad (1usjeAINbS apIxoIp UOgIeD JO SaUUO)) saseb
9snoyuaa1b 18yl sUesW SIy| ‘Z107—0661 WOy

%¢S INoge Ag paroidwil A1sUsIUl UOISSIUIT
‘0661 124 3seq 91
01 9A11e|2J A1ISUSIUI UOISSIUID 93 Ul Sabueyd SMOoYys
08 9 24nbi4 'sa11jAN S,0LURIUQO 18 UoneIaUsb A1PId9IS
JO A1ISUSIUI UOISSIUID 943 Ul S9BuBYD JO UOIedIpul Ue
SAID (Inoy-11emebib Jad ssuuol) parelsusb Ao
JO 1UN Jad SUOISSIUUL 101235 ALDLID3|9 U U]
ALIDIYLDO313

00€$

00S$

00£$ ool

'$103295-gNS (961 7) [BUOIINIIASUI/|BIDISWIUIOD 31 pue
(%/€) [enuUSpPISal 841 Y10G Ul ‘TL0C-0661 WO 96¢E
1noge Ag paroidull salIsu1Ul UoIssiue bulp|ing
ozl "SBUIp|ING [eUOIINIISUI/[PIDISWIUIOD
pUE |elluapIsal Ul 92eds JOO|} JO 2119w aJenbs
12d SUOISSIUID Se PaINSeaW ‘A1ISUSIUL UOISSILD
ul sebueyd smoys g ainbi4 ‘pasn buisg Abisus
J0 9dA1 ay1 pue asn AbBisus 01 payul| SIydIym

006$

00LLS ovl 1101235 9y} JO ,A1SUIUI UOQURD, Y3 Ul sabueyd Jo
suoljig $ dao 001L=0661 suolssiwg uoledIpuUl Ue saAlb 92eds JOOY JO 1jun Jad SUOISSIWS
JO JUBWIAINSEaW 3Y3 103D3S SBUIP|INg Y3 U|

) SONIA1INg
(epeue) Jo 359y By pue OLIBIUQ) ZLOZ-066L ‘SUOISSIWT DHO ul sabueyd 7/ 3YNOI

15833104 pue SpuaJl uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

NOIL)3S



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 14 of 42

‘0661 92UIs 3dUIA0Id A SUOISSIUD
Ul abueyd ay3 smoys g aInbi4 ‘epeur?) SsoIOe
Ajpuedylubis Area spusiy pue sajyold uoissiuug
‘|[eJ9A0 BPRURD) JO 950U}
0} OLPIUQ Ul S9BUBYD UOISSIWS Sa1edwod /£ 21nbi4
‘0lIPIUQ Ul SUO[IDNPaJ JURDYIUDIS 343 JO 9SNeIq
Ajuewand ‘sieak Jusdal Ul paulDap aABY ING 0661 DUIS
98] PaSEaIOU] 9ARY SUOISSILUS S epeued) ‘||eJaAQ
'Seale 1210 Ul $3582109p 10 YIMOID JSMOIS pue
JUsWdOoRASP 921N0SaI Papuedxa JO Seale Ul $95ealdul
Je3|> YaMm ‘adulA0Id INO Ul 9S0Y1 UBY) JUSISHIP sUND
/e epEURY) SSOIDB SPUBJ} UOISS|IWS Seb 9snoyuaain)

suosiedw o)) jepuInoidID)u|

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO id}

R1RP 7107-0661 110day A101USAU [PUONRN 10T BY3 :22IN0S ¢loc 066l W
NN
av NO D0 AS Dl an SN aN N ITMN MA  3d 0

0s
00l
oSl
00¢
0S¢

90D W

TLOZ pPue 0661 ‘suoissiwg |eliouIa] /|eidulrold 8 IYNDOIS

15833104 pue Spuail uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

egesecse

e,

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 15 of 42

Gl PL0T31vdadNn IDNVYHD ILVYINITD S.OI4YLNO

(7 3|qeL 99S) epeur)) Ul 1S9MO|
oY1 buowe aJe suojssiua eyded Jad pue — 4go
JO 1un Jad SUOISSIWD Se palnseall — AUOU0IS
5,011eIUQ JO A1SUSIUI UOISSIWS 941 Y109
"epeue)) Ul 1sable| 3yl Sl 0661 22UIS A 0L
JO 95B2UD3P S,01BIUQ ‘SUOISSIUID 3IN|OSTR U] 9%/ Aq
PISEIIIP 5,290°ND) PUB %9 AQ PISEIIIIP SUOISSIWLD
$,011BIUQ "SUOISSILUD Seb asnoyuaalb bujulpap
Ajpuesyjubis yim epeued) Ul SUORDIPSHUN[ Ajuo syl
3Je 292N pue oleuQ AleA aoujaoid AQ saseaidul
"I9ASMOH 0661 DDUIS %8| JO 95BaIDUl U ‘NN 669
P3]|B101 SUOISSILID HHD) S,ePRURD) ‘70T U] "SUOISSIWD
BuISea1DUl JO BUO S| PUSJY [PUOIIRU 3] ‘SUOISSIUUS
Bulul|>ap-01-9]Ge1S S,01IBIUQD O3 1SRJIUOD U

NOIL)3S

"0l1eIUQ 01 [eNba aq 03 sieadde 1| Jaquinu 3yl BUIPUNOI UBYAA JIMO] S| A1SUDIUL UOISSILID SN "LMN ‘MA «
8500 ¥8E PUD 1000 150 S2IqDL WISNYD DPDUDD SINSIIDIS '218P Z107-0661 11009y AI0JUSAU| [BUOIEN 10T 3Y3 1522405

Ll

15833104 pue SpuaJl uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

ol

7889

18°€9

0L

€00¢

[GYAl

€0zZL

€991

0¢el

96¢Cl

ceel

696

(eydedy3)

eyde) 1ad suoissiwg

NS

av

anN

SN

NN LMN MA

N

aw

id

od

20

K10319)
/3duinoid

Ll 8C'L NS

0l 980 av
6 850 aN
3 €50 SN
L (040 3d
9 6€0 aw
S €0 IN
14 6¢0 o4

%€ LT0
4 LC0 NN LMN MA
| 0 00

(dao uong $/ba ‘01 )
Awouod3 ay} jo
Aysuaju| uoissiwg

J Sl TITET ]
/ddulno0iad

ZLOT ‘sdliisuaju| uoissiw] [eliojiIa]/|edulrold 7 379VL



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 16 of 42

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 9l

* /U9/2A0WHIGIY1/ U0 XUI|0J1U MMM //:d11Yy
pa1eiodiodul os|e alam €10z A1eniga4 Jo se uejd ayi 01 sa1epdn {(XUlj01| 800Z J2GWSAON]) Dasy UOYILUDH pub 0JUO0IO] 191DaI9) aY1 Ul UoNDOdsUDI| buiwiojsubi :aroyy big oy  pa|ed si uejd uopeuiodsuell ay |

1582210} DDIOIN ‘BIeP Z10Z-0661 110daY AI101USAU| [BUOHEN 10T SY1 :224N0S ‘Spuail \ﬁ_>:u® pue

d1ydesbowap ‘D1uou0d9

s1obiel & ouldseg066L — - NV —  d¥ID — en1oe 1UNoYIe ol
S 85 8 8 8 83 8 8 38 3 8 8 39 8 8 38 v v v o © :
w N N N N N —_ —_ —_ - —_ o o o o o O O O o) O @C_v_mp wum_Q C_ C@@Q
MMT T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T TT177T1]0 g 10U pey dvyoD =y1 il
Nnvg woij U99q 9ABY PINOM S[9A3)
IN ¢V UOISSILUS DHHD) 1eYM JO
0S

oleWl1Se o|geuosesl e
sspinoid Nyg 3YL dvID
SDUIS PadNPOJIU] $312110d JO 9DUsae 3y Ul U]

001 9ABY PINOM SUOISSIWL S,0leIuQ 1eym Jo o21ewllliso
ue s| Nyg 941 15823104 0S|e s uondafoid uoissiu

(NVg) ,lensn se ssauisng, e ‘s1abiel uejd UoNDY

abuey) a1eWiD /00T SH Splemol bupjew si oueluQ

oSl
ssa1604d ay) 21eJ1SN||I 01 JBPIO Ul ‘UONIPPe U]
Jayuiny uejd uoneliodsuell 9yl S9qUISIP
MO[2Q UOI1D3S SSANLNIUI 9| o831y UO|IWeH
00¢ pue 01UOIO| J31e3lD) 3y JoJ ue|d uoneuodsuen
[euolbal s,011eIUQ DUpN|DU] ‘SUOISSILUS 109}
Hlaizlen [E ezl 01 pa12adxa aie 1Yl 107 Yyduep 01 dn saidjjod
0s¢ |eJapa) pue [eiduIAcId UONRISPISUOD 01Ul SaYel
970D WN

15822104 SIY | "0£0Z O3 1IN0 2duiroId 3y o)
SUOISSILID 1SBD310J pUe [BDLOISIY SMOYS 6 24nbi4

0£0Z-0661 ‘SUOISSIWT 15833104 PUE [BILIOISIH S,0LIeUO 6 FHNDIL 0€£0¢C 03 15833104 UOISSILIg

.
o
B

15833104 pue Spudi uoIssiw apIm-Awouod
A puespusil iop . NOILD3S



http://www.metrolinx.com/thebigmove/en/

Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 17 of 42

/1l ¥10231vddnN IONVHD ILVINITI S.OI4VLINO

8¢ € () deo
%09 %L6 19b.e] 01 $s21H01
474 L€ A suonoNpay pa123(0id [enuuy

yModay z10Z

6l 19b4e1 ssedins 01 pa1dadxa aw) deo
%69 19bJe) ssedins 03 pa1dadxe 1904e| 01 521601

4% 9C (3N) suondNpay pa1dsfold [enuuy
0202 10T a1epdn 10T

s1ab.e] 03 sdep pue ssaiboid ‘suoidnpay parafold € 379VL

2I0W I2MOT "Z10Z Ul ueyl 1amo| Apybils ale UOISIADI €107 2Y1 SI sluswiaAoIdw| 95943 10) UOSe!

35N ABISUS 1aMO| pue A1AILDR $15823J04 DIUIOUODS JUSLIND PUE B1BP UOISSIUID ulew ay] ‘panoidull sey siabiel seb asnoyuaaib
BuILNSUOD-ABIaUD J9MO| sueawl Ajjesauab yimolb [BD1J0ISIY 1UD3J 3Y3 Y10Q ‘DI0ULIDYLINS "S1SeD310} s11 01 ssaiboud s,oueu 1odal ssalboid 7107
JJWOU0D3 JIMO| 9DUIS ‘SPUSJ1 SUOISSIUUS JSMO| Ol uonesauab ABJsus ues|d pue puewsp Abisaus 9yl 92UIS "s19b1e1 HHO S,01BIUQ 01 ssa1boid
91e|SUBJ} O] PUS] $1SEIDI0J DILIOUODD SAIIRAISSUOD Pa1RDOSSe S1I pue Ub|d Abiaug wiaj-buoy 3y jo JO 15BJ310J 1U9D34 150U 93 SMOUYS € 9|qel

15833104 pue SpuaJl uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

NOIL)3S



102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 3L

"S91BWIISS Ul PIPN|DUI US3q OS[e 9ARY UB|d YIMOID) 0US3SIOH USP|OD) J91eain) 3y Ul padunouue usaq Apealje aAey ey s1dafoid Aueyy ‘suondsfoid
SUOISSIUIS JUSJIND SY3 Ul papN|dUl a1k plemio- oLeluQ BUIAO| JO 1IN0 papuny pue aro Big sy ul papnjdul s12afoid Aue 1eyy 910N /2 107 ‘O'S ‘#10Z ‘(sainspayy 19bpng) 10y a1nin4 inQ buiindas pup Ajjunioddo buipjing o

Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 18 of 42

"020C PUB 107 Ul 101095 AQ SaA1enIul

J0 10edwi pa1dadxa ayl SMoYs ¢ 3|gel
"90ulA0Id 3Y) ssoude S103(0id 2in1dNIISelul
[E2111D J9Y10 pue uoneliodsuen ‘1isuein Ul
SJUSWIISDAUI 104 SIPSA ()| 1XaU 9Y1 J9AO UOI||Ig 67$
Aieau a|gejieae ayew 01 ue|d S,1usWUISA0D
Yl 'PIDMIO OLIDIUQD BUIAOKY Ul SSAIIRIIIUL MBU
Aue pue sau1snpuj anisuaiuj-Abiaug uj asn 0o
bupnpay 1oy [lesodoid s,01/IUQ SB YdNS 15833104
31 Ul PIPN[DUI U93Q JOU dARY 7107 YDIBN Ja1je
P2UNOUUR SSAIRIIUI MIN “SUOISSILD [e1dulA0ld
109jJe 18yl Saijod |elapay) BUIpN DUl ‘JUSWIUISACD
OlIBIUQ Y1 JO |0JIUOD 1D3JIP 33 9PISINO pue
UIyaM 41og aJe eyl salllAlde apnpul 1odal siyl

15833104 pue Spuail uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

‘6551 210 J9qUINN A11s163Y S1YBIY JO |1 [EIUSWUOIIAUT |,

1O} P2I9PISUOD SDAIRRIUL BY ] SUOIIDNPAJ WIS1-buo)
pUE -WNIPaW ~110Ys JO UOReUIqUIOD e Juasaidal
PUE 5101235 DILIOUOIS PUe $32INOS UOISSIWS ||e
$S0JD SaAlRRIUL 9BueYD S1eWI|D S01RIUQ 101035 AQ
padnolb aie s1oedwil Pa1ewilss ‘2104219Y ] “(Suljoseb
10} syusWalinbal buipus|q |OUBY1S S,01RIUQD YIIM
SPIRPURIS ADUSIDLYD 3JD1YDA [BISPS) SB YoNs) s1oedul
buiddesno aney 10 (UONBAISSUOD pue uoieIsusb
3|geMBUSI U] S9SPaJDUI YIIM Uoeiauab A1D1109)9
paJy-[eOD JO 1N0-9seyd a1 Se YdNs) paie|al-1aiul ale
S04 AuBl "BUIMO||O) SUOIDSS 33 Ul pa1ybiybiy
3Q [|IM S10103S dYPads wiol) sajdwiexy AUOU0I Sy}
1NoYBNOIYL SUOISSIWS seb asnoyusaib adnpal 01
SOAIRRIUI JO 9BUBI SPIM B UDXRLISPUN SeY OLIBIUQ
SoAlleniuj

e,

.
.
.
.
.
.
o
B

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 19 of 42

6l ¥L0Z3LvddN IONVHD ILVINITI S.OI4VLNO

1Dy U01322]01d [DIUBLIUOIIAUT SY} JI9pUN apew 80//17 B3y ‘0 '80/917 634 O ¢
10V U01123104d [DIUSLILOIIAUT SY) Japun spewl #1//6 b3y O -
1Dy UO1123]04d [DIUBUIUOIIAUT 31 J9pUN SpeW §0/SES B3y O |
‘7107 Ul papua Welbold 3RIYaA [eIDIawWulo) Usaln 3y o,
"SOAIIBIIUL J9YI0 JOJ UBY] UIRIISOUN SI0W A[JUSJaYUl S| SAIRIIUI SIYY 10} Bul||]spow ‘Si0ya19Y] "abueyd
01123[gNs aq Aew pue sieak g7 1aAo0 pajusuiajdul s uejd syl se AjlenpiAipul papuny pue paaoldde aie s103(oid |eded Jaaamo “xuijolia|p Ag paonpoid ‘uejd wiai-buol [epyjo ue spuejd uopellodsuely jeuolbai ay]

"WaY) USSMISQ UOJIDRISIU O) NP SUORINPaI SA[RIIUL [ENPIAIPUL JO LWNS 3Y) LWIOLS Ja4IP ABW 19412601 SOAIIRAIUI [[B JO) SUOIIDNPaI UOISSILLIT

6Ly 09¢ saAneniul |y
. . ¢U01e|ND3J [0J3UOD) pUE UOMD3||0D) SED) ||ypueT
el =1 wleibold 90uessissy [eldueulS sebolg 93seM pue 21 noLby
; ; sue|d A31011109]3 paie|al pue ‘swieiboid Juswsbeuew puewap [ell 151150
sce = e -SNPUI PUB [eIDI9UIWI0D ‘[eRuapisal ‘uleibold yle| ul-pas4 ano-aseyd [eod iue|d Abiaug wia|-buoT WHPSE
S14OJ121 [elIuapISay
. . SjuSWpUSWE 3p0oD) bulp|ing
¢ 60 swieiboid Uo[IeAISSUOD AMjIaN seb |einieN S
UB|d YIMOID) 90YS3SI0H USP|OD) J91eai0)
0 €0 Swiedbold UO[BAISSUOD AYij1aN Seb [einieN Ansnpuj
;uonenbal [9salg Jousain
L, uoleinbal auljosen) ul joueyig
swieiboid sPIYsA [eRIsWWOD) Ui pue aseydind sng pugAy [edpiun
9 61 ot [PIY=A (Bl D 95p Y g PUGAY [edRIUNIA uopeyodsuel)
uonenbal Jlauwi| paads ¥on.i 1ybisi4
suope|nbal AoUsdLS 9RIYaA 12buUsssed
sUB|d YIMOID) 90ySaSIOH USp|0D) Ja1eal) pue ue|d uoperiodsuel [euoibal anop big oy
oAleniu| 103d39§

(3N) suondnpay pa3dafoid

S9AIIRRIU] [£10323S AQ SUORDNPSY UoIsSIWT 3 1dVL

15833104 pue SpuaJl uoissiwg apIm-Awouody

NOIL)3S



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 20 of 42

"DROJ 31 WOJJ SA1IY 18D BUIAOWISI AG S|9AS| SUOISSIWD

||eJ9A0 BUIDNPaJ 01 $9INGIIUOD SN 1ISURIY ‘SUOISSIUID
JO $92IN0S 248 (19 'SUlRJ] J9INWILIOD ‘s3sNq “o7l)
S9I2IYDA JIsuUeIl D1lIgNd 3|1yM 18yl Pa1ou G pINoys
"AJOJUSAU| 31 U] PSPN|DU 10U SJE [9ARJ] SULIBW

PUE Jle |euolleulaiu] |9} [led pue diys ‘Ule dsawop
pue buppnul 1ybiaiy se ydns uolerodsuely Jo

IN 91

9%+ :@bueyd 9,
WN 999 :TLOT
1N GSP 0661

suoissiwg
uoneuodsues] cloc

SOPOWU J2YI0 WIOJ) QWI0D JapUlewl 9y "SUOISSIWUD
5,J01035 9U1 JO J|_Y JOAO 4O} Bujpunodde ‘syonil Ainp
-1ybJ| pue sJed 1sbuassed ale s32IN0S 1sabie| 3y |
‘|9ARJY PROJ WO AISOW PUR ‘|3S31p pue auljoseb
AJUlew ‘S3|21YaA Ul S|9NJ [ISSO} JO UOIRSNGUUIOD

WOJJ PR1IWS IR SHHD UoReOdSURI| "SUOISSILUD
seb asnoyuaaib s,01rIUQ JO %ir€ Al9rewixoidde
SJUasaIdal 10103s uonenodsuel ayl ‘z10g 104

N ZLL

o661

10109§ Co_umtoamcmh._.

"SOATIRTITUI [RI01D9S PUR 1SBIDIO0] O199dS-10199S B ‘SpuaI)
JO SIDALIP ‘S92JINO0S urewr 9] Jo UondLIosap B Surpnoul ‘10109s Aq
SUOISSTUI® H)[X) MOQe UOTeULIOTUT o199ds S9p1aoxd Uor)o9s STy,

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO

< [OXIDENWAS
SNOISSIWA

0c¢




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 21 of 42

l¢ ¥10231vddn IO5NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO

(#102) 2s0qpILQ 957 AbIaUT [DUOIDN 1eP Z107-0661 110daY A101USAU| [eUONEN |07 SY1 122105

N ) ) N ) ) N - — - - — ) ) ) ) N ) ) - — — — —
o o o o o o o © © © © © (=) o o o o o o © © © © ©
= = S S S S S © © © © © = = S S S S S © © © © ©
N (<) ® o) i ] S ®© o) i N o N [S) 3] o) i ] S ® o) = N S
I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 O I T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T ON
SYONIL YOI e S9J19WO|I-2UU0) IYDIDI e e SUOISSIUWUT YD1 e SO|DIYIA 196UISSEY e SUOISSIWT 3|DIYA 19BUSSE] = ==
0s 08
00l 06
0SL 00l
00¢ oLl
7 ~~ ~< \\ 0Sz ocl
7
= v ~."
00¢€ o€l
spuai] A11A13DY pue uoissiwg :uoneyodsuel] Wb1BI{  00L=0661 Spua.] dJ21Yyd/ pue uoissiwg :uoneyiodsuel] 1obuassed  001L=0661

'$1e9A JUSD3J Ul Bujualiey) SpUall 95941 03 PaINQLIUOD
3AeY ‘sa1o1j0d JaY0 Yim buole ‘syususroidwl
AoUsPYe 3PIYA ‘Paddiys st ybiai) sadueSIp 9yl
PaseaIdUl 9ARY AUIOUODS 94} Ul UONeZI|eqolb pue

101735 Aq suolssiw]

NOIL)3S

uonez|epads ‘21oulay1ng ‘A1AIDE DILOUO0DD

pue uopeindod Yum pasealdul [9AeI) se paseanul
SUOISSIWRD ‘S0661 941 YbNOoIY | "2119Woi e Jo
9DURISIP SY3 JOAO paLed [auuo)] 1ybial) JOo ainseaul
91 S1USIdDI 2112WO|IY-2UUO] / “S211SWIO|IY-2UUOY
ul 3yb124} JO JUNOWE PUB S3PIYDA JO J3qUINU Y}

uonejiodsuel] Ui spuai] [edU0ISIH 0L FHNOIH

Ul sabueyd 01 pasedwod uonelodsuely 1ybiaiy

pue s3|DIyaA Jabuassed 1oy 7107 03 0661 WOl
paburYd dABY S|9AS| UOISSIWS [BILIOISIY MOY SMOYS
0L 4nbB14 -aseainu| 15318316 a3 10} 9|gisuodsal

sI uoneuodsuell peol {0E6| 22UIS %t AQ Umoib
d/eY 101235 Uol1eII0dsuURIl 3Y3 Ul SUOISSIWT
SAN3IYL



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 22 of 42

'sa121j0d Jo s1oedwl buiseaidul Ag pasadwisl
3Q 01 pa12adxa SI 0707 J21Je YIMOoID UOISSIwS
'J9ASMOH "SI O} 15810} 9JB SUOISS|WIS UWJS1-1esu 0S
"Y1moib dluouods pue uoieindod wol) suod ||IMm
1BY3 S95BaIDU 19540 A[2413US 10U Op Sapijod 1uaiind
40 s30edwil 8y "0z07 Ul uondsfold [ensn-se-ssauisng
S WOIJ WA S— INOGe 9q 01 1SeI310J S| SOARRIU
uoneyiodsuely Jo 1oedwl pauIquiod ay ] ‘00T O3
1IN0 uofe1odsuerIl peoi-Ho pue 1ybiai) 1abusssed

WIOJJ SUOISSIUUS 1582310} SMOUYS || 94nbi4
‘0207 PUOASQ aNUNUOD
[[IM s1oedWl 9ARISOd ‘SpeUl 3/ SIUSWIISIAUI 1ISUeRIL
[PUOIIPPE PUB 2JN1BWI S3UI| 953U Sy "SUORONPal
DHHD ||eJ2A0 Ul 3Nsai 01 pa1dafoid ale Yydiym ‘0zoe
AQ 92IAJ9S 01U SWIOD [|IM OO[IS1BAN PUB BMBIIO
(YHLD) eaJy UOY|ILUBH PUB O1UOJO| 191eal) 3y}

Ul Aemispun s1afoid Jisuesy Jofew [BIaASS
"SpeoJ olRIuQ
woJj sdpi sed uojjiu 19| Ajrewixoidde parowal
sey SIy] "€00Z 01 pasedwiod ‘SWa1sAs 1suell

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 44

[edidiunwi uo sduy Jebuassed uolj|IW €6 UYL DI0W
JO 9seaIdul Ue sem Iyl ‘710z Ul ‘Sjduuexa 104
"SUOISSILID Pa1eID0SSe 91 PUB P3||9ARI] S2U1DUIO|
S|DIYDA JOMI} O3 SPes| UINi Ul YdIym — BulpAd pue
Bupjiem 1suesl Jo asn ay1 abeinodus pue ‘sdil
SPIYDA JO Iaquinu pue Yyibua| azjwiuiw 1eyl sasn
JO XIU puUe Sa1Isuap ‘asn pue| ‘buljood-1ed 0y sdil
Jed [enpIAIpUl WoJ) 11ys e 210uwold pue abeinodus
ue|d YIMOoID) S,011IUQ PUB 47|07 TUSW1eIS AD1j0d
[BIDUIAOIG SU3 AISUBIL D jgNd Ul SIUSWISIAU
"SUOIDNPaJ 1S9pOoUl
31NQIUOD OS|e SO 1YDISl) 10} STUSUWIINDaI
191U paads "sa13IsusIUl 9ACIdUIL 01 SNUIIUOD
01 pa12>9dxa ale suofenbal 3saYl ‘splepuels
ADUSIDLYD [9N} [BISP) YUM pauIquIOD) "9ouewlo)lad
[PYUSUIUOIIAUS 421190 UM S|oNJ [9S3IP JO 9sN 9y
sajouwo.d uopenbal |95l JauUaain) PadNPOIIUI
Aj3U923J 34 "SIeak 1913 U] S311ISUSIUL UOISSIWID
3PIYaA paroidull sey (50/5€6 Bay "O) uonenbai
3UJ|0SeD) Ul |OURYlT S,01IBIUQ "Uoe1Iodsur)
JUSDYJ-U0GIed 2J0Ul 03 91Ng1IU0D saljod Auepy
S3AILVILINI 40 LOVdWI

10323 £q suoissiw]

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 23 of 42

¢¢ PL0T31vdadNn IODNVYHD ILYIITD S.Ol4dYLNO

15823104 DDION ‘B1eP Z107—0661 :110daY AI0JUSAU| [eUOIIEN 17107 Y3 :9241N0S

PROI-YO ===  IYDIDI{ == 196UISSe = uoneyodsuel] ||y ==
N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N —_ -_ - - —_
o o o o o o o o o o o o o o = o O O O O O
w N N N N N —_ —_ —_ = = o o o o o O O O O O
o o) (o)) £ N o (o] (@) £ N o o] (o) ) N o o (o) EN N o
| D I I N D D R D D D D D | ________________o
— B
g
e Y YT e et o
/
ot
0S
l'l'l""" e
15822104 |edu0lsIH
0L
90D 1IN

suoissiwg uoneliodsuel] 3seda104 pue [edH0IsIH LL IYNOIH

101735 Aq suolssiw]

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 24 of 42

%l - :abueyd 9
WA €06 :ZL0T
WA 6'€9:066L

suoissiwg
lelasnpu|

IN 91

(41174

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO T

‘K11|1284-Bul110d31-SUOISSIWR-5BH-35N0Y U1 6/ADIaUS-PUR-IUSWUOIIAUD/ED OLIPIUO MMAM//:d11Y 219y PUNO) 3G UeD 11odal ,SI91IWS [BLISNPUI S,0LPIUQ 4

N LLL

o661

"MO[2Q P1LWINSS SpUa Y1
912JOQOJI0D O Pasn S| B1eP SIY3 ISASMOH "OLIBIUQ Ul
J01D35S [BLIASNPUI 211U 341 1US531d3) 10U S0P B1ep
A1J12B) SIY1 ‘1iodas 01 palinbal 10U aJe SI91IWS [[euls
3UIS ,'SUOISSIWD seb asnoyuaalb Jisyl 1uodas 01

paJinbal aie oleIUQ Ul SIS1IWS [elisnpul ableT
,/SUOISSIUR Ssan0ld, pajjes ale asay | O sasesjal
ss92>0.d 9Y1 1UaWad 01 J0sINdaid e Jsyjuld ol
PaWLIOJSURI] S| 9UOISaUI| USYM ‘Sjduuexs 10 ‘saseb
9SNOYU3IH WD SaA|RsWIYL $9559204d |eLisSNpuUl
SWOS ‘|10 [N} pUe seb [einieu se yans ‘sjany 1SS0y JO
UORSNQUIOD 9Y1 W) 9UIOD J01D3S SIYL Ul SUOISSIUUT
"SUOISSIUUD Seb 9snoyuaa.b S01eIUQ JO %0E
Aj1ewixoldde syuasaidal J01D3S [elISNPUl 3yl ‘2107 U
10129€ |ellsnpuj

ceone
a3

o

.
(20

103236 £q suolssiw
s . NOIL)3S



http://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/greenhouse-gas-emissions-reporting-facility

Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 25 of 42

Q¢ tL0T31vdAadNn IONVYHD ILYIITD S.Ol4YLNO

15823104 DDION ‘B1eP Z107—0661 :110daY AI0JUSAU| [eUOIIEN 17107 Y3 :9241N0S

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N = = = = =
o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o O O O O O
w N N N N N — = = = — o o o (=] o O O O O O
o [e] o)) S N o ©o ) ) N o o (o)} S N o oo (o)} N N o
I Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll ] O.v
v
0S
\ ss
——-
ST 09
-
$9
0L
Sz
08
1523104 |ed103SIH 9700 1N

puaJl uoissiwg [eLasnpul ZL 3YNOI4

'SPUSJ1 UOISSIWS 952109 IO [9A3)] O}
sKem puy 01 Ayunpioddo oy axel 01 Juenodwl oG
[lIM 11 'SMOIB AWIOUOD3 a3 Sy "BuISeaIdul Usaq aAeY
SUOISSIUUS ‘USY1 SDUIS {UOISSSD3) 84l 01 anp sem doup
dieys siy | "pousd z107—/00C dY1 4910 (%/1) IN Ol
PSSLaIDSP SUOISSIUITF "0EQC 01 SUOISSIUIS 15PD10) pUe
7107—0661 U0} SUOISSILUS [BDLIOISIY SMOYS 7| d4nbi4

101735 Aq suolssiw]

NOIL)3S

‘palp! A|P1uyspul sem ueld

SIY1 6007 U] /661 Ul UISISAS 1USUIS1edE UOISSIUWLS
d11Aje1ed e Pa||eIsul 11 USYM SUOISSIWS S padnpal
1uejd uononpold pioe didipe Ajuo s,01eIu0
"SUOISSIWS 9ABY 001 0S pUe Aj1uedylubis paul|dop
sey uoponpoud Jaded pue dind ‘sjduwexa 1o
'S91IISNPUI SSOIDe AlljIgelieA Juedylubis Jo A101s ay)

|91 10U S0P 1UaWA0IAWI ||RISAO 94| "S21SNPU
3DIAJDS JO D1RYS 191D B YIM AUIOUODS PIYISISAID
2JOW e 0} bupnidejnuew Jo adueulwopaid e

WOl AWOUODS 3yl Ul $11YS 01 NP OS[e SeM

SIyL Adusidyya AbJsus Ul syuswaAoidwl 0}

SNP SBM SIYl ‘S9SBD SUIOS U] ‘0661 92UIS %17 A
paddolp 9ARY SUOISSIWS |BLUISNPUL S,0LRIUQ
SAN3IYL



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 26 of 42

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 9¢

"SUOISSIUID seb asnoyuaaib bupnpal
3)Iym ade|diayew [eqo|b ayi Ul 9bpa aARRadwod
e Ulejulewd pue syyoid 9seaidul pjnom ssuisnpul
JUSIDLYYa-22IN0Sal Alybiy ‘Ajjesp| Auaidnpold
9DIN0SaJ YbIy pue uoleAouul 4oal-ues|d Jo sjeob
31 SPJeMOY AIISNPUL YLIM SIOM O3 SNUIIUOD 0} 00|
[IIM oM ‘PUOASG pue 70T O} Peaye BulyooT]
‘[ensn se ssauisnq
01 pa1edwod ‘0z07 AQ AJ[ENUUR SHHD JO IN |
Ajo1eWIx0idde sdnpai 01 pa1dadxs ale sweiboid
JusWabeURW BpIS-pueLISP Seb [eineN
(01 'd ‘9 24nbi14 939)
puaJ) buisealdap BulISIXe Ue Y1IM JUS3SISUOD 3]
AIDAI| |1V 9582103pP 91NNy Pa123dXa Sy | "95ea1d3p
01 pa1dafoid s ggo bunnidenuew Jo Jejjop Jad
SUOISSIWD Se PaINSeaW ‘SUOISSIUWLS 950Y3 JO AJISuaiul
UOQUeD 3y "SUOISSIUID $$9201d pue UoSNQUIOD
410G ‘|9A9] 710T DY} WOIJ 9G] AQ 258210U] 0}
pa12afoid ale SUOISSILIS [elIsNpul (P10} ‘0707 A9
S3AILVILINI 40 LOVdWI

‘0661 Ul Ueyl JaMO| %t Sem ddo

Bulinidejnuew Jo Jejjop Jad SUOISSIWS Se palendjed
‘sa1IsNpul bulinidejnuew JO A1ISUSIUL UOISSIUID 9y}
‘710 U] (j1e1op 10w 10) ADOJOPOYIDIA € UOIIDSS
995) 101295nS bulNideNUeW a1 AQ patelauab
3JB SUOISSILD 1SOW 101D3S [elasnpul 9yl U

ceone
a3

o

.
(20

103236 £q suolssiw
s . NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 27 of 42

/¢ ¥10231vddN IONVHD ILVINITI S.OI4VLINO

101295 9y}
JO SIUBWIDAS (961 7) [BUOIINIIISUI/[BIDISWILIOD S}
pUe (95/€) [enuapisal syl Yiog ul syuswsaoldul
01 anp seM SIY| 71070661 WOI) %7€ IN0ge Aq

paroidul A1ISUS1Ul UOISSIUIS bulp|ing 10123S

[BIDISWIWIOD 9Y1 Ul A1JAI1DE Ul S9BURYD pUR J9y1eam

01 9Np puewap bupeay ul sabueyd 01 paingliile
9Q UeD SUOISSIWS [BD103SIY Ul SUOIIeNIdN| [BNUUY
"0€07 O3 INO 1SBJ2I0} UOISSIWD Ue pue Z107-0661
WIOJ4 SUOISSIWD [BD1I0ISIY SMOYS € 94nbi4

"9NUIIUOD 01 pa1dadxa

2Je spuall 9say] “Awouoda ayl pue uonendod
Yim Buole 0p6L 9oUls Aj1pea1s umolb aney
101235 SBUIp|ING 943 Ul SUOISSIWS ‘olieiuQ Uj

SAN3YL

101735 Aq suolssiw]

NOIL)3S

%6+ dbuey) 9
IN /'8 TLoT
IN €9¢ 0661

suolssiwg
sbuipjing cLoc

o661

"SUOISSILUD 10123

A1D1ID39 Ul papn|oul 2Je pue asn A11211299
WOJy BUNSaJ SUOISSILUIS 1224]pUj PRISPISUOD

ale 3say) ‘sedueldde pue buluopuod Jie
'Bunybi| 104 A10119313 JO JuNoWe Juedyiubis

B 35N OS|e SPuIp|INg SIYAA “SBUIp|ING [RUONISU

PUE [BI2J9UWWIOD ‘|BUSPISSI Ul $92INOS UOISSIWID
123J1p J2Y10 pue bupeay Ja1em ‘bujieay adeds Joj
— seb |eJnieu Ajlewid — UOISNQUIOD [9N4 [1SS04

01 P21L[24 SUOISSILID SOPN|IUL J101DIS SIY | "SUOISSILUD
seb asnoyuaalb s,01rIUQ JO 9%/| AlP1ewixoldde
s1uasaldal 10123S sbuIp|ing 2yl ‘710z U|

10)09¢ sbuipjing



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 28 of 42

‘sJeak buUILIOD ay1 Ul 3sl 01 pardafoid
21 SUOISSIUID — [[BJ2AO 92edS BUIP|ING Ul Y1MOoiD
UOISSILUS 1DBJISIUNOD A|213|dW0D 0} pa1dadxa

10U 3Je S1UsWSA0Id W 9533 ISASMOH
‘020 Ul uondafoid jensn-se-ssauisng
91 WO} I €2 IN0ge 3] ||IM 219y PagLISIP
SOIUAIIDR 33 JO ||e JO 1oedwl pauIquIod pa1dadxa

£2110d [BIDUINOI 3Y |

15829104 DDIOW ‘BIBP Z10Z-0661 110day A10IUSAU| [BUOIIEN #2107 Y3 :9241N0S

93U JUSWUOIIAUS 1|INQ Y3 pUe J01D3S Bulp|Iing
S} WO} SUOISSIUIS seb asnoyusaib Jo uoonpsal
9yl 01 9INGHIUOD ||IM 1By} SUIO) JusdooAsp
pue 3sn pue| 10edwod say0wold 1107 IUsUI1eIS

It

oLd

/

9 ainbi4 235

)

%0¢ Ueyl

2iou AQq paseaidap sey oLrIUQ Ul 2439W 24enbs
12d asn AB1sua ay3 ‘SaAIeRIUL JIDYIO PUR 953U} JO

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 8¢

1nsal e sy “sadueldde Aduaipys Jaybiy alinbal
SpJepuels 9deuUIN} MIN JUSUWUISAOD pue Saljian
WIOJ} SOAIIUDUI JO abeIURADE UDYE] 9ARY pUE
SMOPUIM papelbdn ‘s3oeid pajess ‘uoiiensul pappe
dARY SI2UMO A1adoid ‘pa1on1Isuod Apealje 30015
BuIp|INg 104 "SBUIP|ING MU JUSIDYJS I0W 1epuell
9p0) Bulp|ing oleuO ayi 03 sabueyd 1uaday
S3AILVILINI 40 LOVdWI

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N = = = = =

o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o O O O O O

w N N N N N = — = = = o o o o o O O O O O

= [oe] o)} ES N o [oe] (o)} ) N o [o2] (o)} S N o oo (o)} ES N o
I Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll ON
T4
== o€

- = ---
-
- -

G€
(014
15229104 [e21101SIH 300 N

puai| uoissiw3 103335 sbulping €1 3¥NOIS

10323 £q suoissiw]

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 29 of 42

6C v10T31vddnN IONVHD ILVINITI S.OI4VLINO

71 2InbB14 995) DUIS JoAS BuIsEaID9P

U99Q 9ABY PUE S|9A3| 0661 A0 %0/ punoJe 1e
0007 Ul paxead suojssiug ‘uonelausb Abisus Jo
uolpod Jable| e pajuasaidas syued Jomod paiy-|eod
usym ‘000Z 01 0661 AlJes Y1 WO SUOISSILS
A31D13099 5,011eIUQ Ul 95ea.DUl dJeys e Sem a1y |

SAN3YL

101235 Aq suoissiwg

NOIL)3S

%ct- :2bueyd %
WA SPL:ZLOT
IN §'ST 0661

suoissiwg
£wduyda|3 [4Xird

o066l

'92IN0S UONRISUSD 9Y1 JO ALISUSIUI UOGIED SY) pue
A1DUID39 104 PURWSP 9Y1 AQ USALID 21 101035 3y}
WO} SUOISSIWT 107 Ay Ul uonessusb A1ou1dale

JO 92IN0S P S [e0d paleulwi|d A|jny oLrIUQD 18yl 10N
"22UlA0Id SY1 Ul [ROD 10 Seb |einieu — s|any (1SS0}
BuluINg uoneISUD D1U1DJ WOI) PAIIWS e Sasebd
9SNOYUID) 'saseH asnoyuaalb soueIuQ JO %6
Aj@1ewixoidde paiiw 10303s A1211D319 aY3 ‘Z10T U

sapnn Awdud9 g



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 30 of 42

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 0¢

"SaJIAN AUDLID9I AQ S|9N

(G 94nbB14 935) [ensn-se-ssauisng Woly 020z Ul W §ZE 1SS0 JO SN Y3 S9INPaJ S|y} ‘JusUIbRURW pURWISP

0coc ul AQ SUOISSIUS S,01BIUQO 9oNPal 01 pa1dafoid st sapijod YIM PaUIqUIOD) "OleIuQ Ul A1D1123J3 JO AJsuaiul
nvg woiy A1D11D3J PA1LIDOSSE YIIM PUB S1ep 01 BILISWY ay1 panoiduli sey A1D1109]9 Paiy-|eod 1IN0 buiseyd
IN G'CE ULION Ul sAneniul sBuey a1ew 1sab.e| a|Buls "LLOZ Ul Se 3WIRS 3U1 INOGE 3J3M 7[0Z Ul SUOISSIWT
3Y1 Sl UoIRISUSD ANDID9D Paly-[eod 1IN0 Bujseyd (9A0Qe 995) A1D11D3]3 Paiy-|eod JO IN0-3seyd ay 0}

SAAILVILINI 40 LOVdWI  9NP PIseaId3P ey SUOIsSIUS A1D11D3}8 /00T OIS

1eP 7107-0661 110day AI0IUSAU| [RUOLEN #7107 2Y1 :92/N0S

N N N N N N N —_ -_ -_ —_ —
o o o o o o o O O O O O
= = o o o o o O O O O O
N o oo (o)} D N o (o°] ()} B N o 0
) T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
S
ol
Sl
(014
JUBWIYSIgINaY Je3PNN
T4
0€
GE
o
S
0S
20D IN

Z10Z-0661 ‘suoissiwg [ed1I0)sIH uonelauan A1d11d3|3 1L 3UNOIA

101735 Aq suoissiw]

NOI1)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 31 of 42

L€ ¥10231vdAdn IO5NVHD 31LVINITD S.OI4VLNO

sapinold os|e abueyd sy Julidioo) uogled Jjjews 9U3 ‘W) JeauU 23 U| (9L 24nbB14 335) UOIIBAISSUOD

"A11211123]9 Paly-|e0d Uo uspuadap uondIpsuNf B 9/ARY S2LISNPUI PUB $35S2UISNJ ‘Spjoyasnoy pue Juswabeuew puewap ‘Uoielauab A1DHIDIS

B U] PasN 3|DIYSA D123 Ue JO OS|e 1IN 3|DIYdA SUeSW UOIRIaUSD A11D1J3D92 JO ALSULIUI UOGIeD  3|gemaual Jamod Jes|dnu 4amod dU1d3[90IPAY YIm
auljoseb e JO Jeyy Ueyl AJUo 10U ISMO| Ajjernueisgns SU3 Ul SUOIIDNPaI S,01BIUQ 1BY1 910U OS[e I/ |e0D pade|dal aAey ubjd Abiauz wiuaj-buoT €107 Y}
SI OleIUQ Ul 3DIYSA D113 Ue Jo uolelsado ayl 'syueld Jeajpnu pue 6007 12V Awouod3 uaainy pup Abiau3 usalo) ay |

JO 1und1004 UOQIED B3 ‘B|dUleXa JO4 '$32IN0S SWIOS JO 1UBWYSIgIngal 3yl buunp Ajjeipadss "syueld 9say3 1e syun bupelausb (e buiaAuod
ABI2US 3SUSIUI-UOQURD 2I0UW J9YI0 O dA[1RUIY '95ea10Ul AUBPW 101035 SIYY WOI) SUOISSILUD OS 10 BuIso)d ‘syuejd Jamod Ul [e0d JO aSN a3 padnpal
U0QgJed-mo| e 3¢ 01 A1D11D3J3 104 sanluniioddo ‘uopelausb seb jeinieu uo Ajai osfe |[im pub Jsmod JUSWIUIBAOD) OLBIUQ 3Y) ‘&1 07 puUe 0L07 Uaamiag

(€102) PIbp UR|d AB1auUT Wi -BUOT S,01RIUQ :DDUR|Rg BUIABIYDY 22/N0S

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o
w w w N N N N N N N N N N - - - - - - -_ - -_ —_ o o o o o
N —_ o O o) ~N [e)} (0] N w N —_ o O (o] ~N (o)) (9,1 - w N —_ o O oo ~N (o)} (9]
I T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T O
— — S
ol
Gl
0¢
14
0¢
19
15839104 [e2LI0ISIH 3700 1IN

15BJ2104 UOISSIWF SeH 3SNOYUIID) 101335 A}dLIDRIT SL JUNDIL

101735 Aq suolssiw]

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 32 of 42

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 43

(£102) bivp ue|d AB1aug Wis]-BuoT S,01BIUQ :DdUejeg BulASIYDY
(0102) 21nin4 AB1au3 ues|D INQO BuIp|ing :ue|d ABISUT WI3]-BuoT S,01BIUQ 5921N0S

JesppnN . 04pAH s3|qemauay . spodwyi + sepN . |eod .
0¢c0¢ €10¢ €00¢ 0

0¢
(04
09
08
0ol

ol
S

09l

‘S|PNPIAIPUI PUB $3559UISNG Buouwle pue JuswuIsA0ob

081 $SOJOR UOIIRAISSUOD pue ADUSIDLJe 92IN0Sal pue
YL ABJaUD 310W0Id Se [|aMm Se ‘s31bojouyda) Mau
pue $921n0s ABJsus ues)d soleIu0 dojsAsp
J3Y1INy 01 400| O} SNURUOD [[IM M ‘9ININJ 3Y3 U

1sed3.104 [e21103SIH

924nos Aq uononpoid A1p13d3|3 s,0ueu0 9L JYNOIL

ceone
a3

o

.
(20

103236 £q suolssiw
s . NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 33 of 42

¢¢ PL0T31vdadNn IDNVYHD ILVYINITD S.Ol4dYLNO

%S'9- :abueyd 9
N 6 :TLOT
WA 00L 0661

suoissiwg
21N} nduby

[4%114

0661

"AI0JUSAU| U2 Ul PUNOJ 3Q UBD $32IN0S
9U1 4O uondudsap pajieIap ajoul vy “uondnpoid don
PUEB }D01SaAI| 01 Pa1D1ISal S4B 101035 4nyndibe syl

WloJ4 suolssiule 1odal siyi Jo sasodind ay3 1o
101235 [el1snpul
31 Ul papn|pul aie sasnoyuaaib 1eay 01 pasn

101235 Aq suoissiwg

NOIL)3S

S|2N} WOJJ SUOISSIWD 3|1yMm 101235 uojeriodsueny
3U1 U] papN|oul aJe $101Del) PUB S3UIQUIOD )|
wuawdinba [einyndube Ul pasn sjany (1SS0} Wolj
suoIssiwg "10dal Sy} Ul S|pAOUIS) PUB SUOISSIUUD
4DNTNT 2PN|2Ul 10U S0P OLRIUQ *S|eI0} AI0IUSAU|
Ul PaPN|DUl J0U ING PRIBWIISS aJe YdIYM J01D3S
(4DN7N7) Ansalo4 pue abueyd asn pue]

'35 pUe 9y Jo Med ale spuej [ein}ndube Wolj SHHD
JO S|PAOUIRI PUE SUOISSILUD ‘SUOIIUSAUOD BUUNOIIEe
N Y3 03 Buipioddy *S|10s Ul 3 2103 puUe a1sydsouie
39U} WOJJ UOGIED 3A0WRaJ SIDYIO |IYM ‘SUOISSILID

DHOD JO S92INOS 34 SIIAIDE [RINYNDLOR AUBY

"92A2 UOGJED SY1 PUE SUOISSIWIS Seb asnoyuaaib

03 109ds31 Y1M $3|0J SNOJSUINU Sey 21N} nJLbY

101235 d4n}ndby



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 34 of 42

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 143

1522104 DDIOW ‘B1ep 7107-0661 :1oday A10JuaAu| [PUORBN 10T Y3 :22/N0S

N N N ) ) N ) N N ) ) N ) N ) N — — — — -
=) o (=} o (=} o o o o o (=} o o o o o N O N Ne} N
w N N N N N = = — = = o o o =} o O O % O \O
(=) © [o EN N o (o4} [e)) N N o (s3] (o)) N N S (o8] (&) £ N o
rr 11111 1T 11T 1T 1T 1T 7T T 7 11 T 1 11T 1T 1T 1T 11T 1T 1T 1T T T T T 1T 1T T1T 71717 8
6
/\ oL
2Win SIyl 1e 1seda10J 10 \Copcw>c_ S,0lRIUQO 1Seda.104 |edl01sIH
Ul p=2pndul 10U SI pue Jo1d9ss DN 1N 1 =241 JO \Comgmu Ll
90D N

puejdold ayy Ul 10f pa1unode S| 1oedul Siy3 JO 1sow
J9AIMOY [0S [RINYNDLIBR WO SUOISSILUUS UO 1oedw|
ue aAeY ued sadnoeld abej|i| ‘0z0Z Ul SSUUOIO|y ||
JO UOIDNPaJ B 9A3IYDE 01 Pa1dadxa aie (Welboid
3DUBISISSY [eIDURUIH SUIRISAS sebolg oleluQ sy}

0€0¢ 03 suoissiwg 3seda.104 whzu_zu_._m< L1l 34N5OI4

13pun papuny a1am Ydiym) sailjide) seboiq wiej-uQ (£1 94nB14 935) 66| 2UIS JULISUOD ARy 2INUBW pUB $1371|113) paseq-uaboiiu jo uoledijdde
'$10123S J3Y10 Ul S|2Ny [1SS0) 92.|dSIp URd UYdIym ‘s|an) paUleWRI 9ARY SUOISSIWS 101235 21n3ndube ay | 94} WOJJ 2Je JO1DSS SIY} Ul 1O} PIUNOIIE SUOISSILID
-01q Jo uondNpoid 3yl PuUB 9PA> UOGIRD BYI Ul 9J0)  "(949]) JuSUISbeURW 2INUBW PUE ((9567) UONRIUSWIID) [eIN3NJ1BE 3Y1 JO 1SO “(S|9AS] 0661 MOJT %S 9)
(2211 e sAejd 10123s 21 ‘||lewls A[2Ale[R1 218 oueIuQ D1I21US) 320153A| JO $9559201d SAIISIDIP Y3 WOy OLBIUQ Ul SUOISSIWIS DHD) [P0 JO (969) IN 6 10}
Ul 2IN3|NJ1OR WOJ SUOISSILIS 1D341P 943 3]IYAM aueYIdW AQg pamo||0} ‘(9%5S) S|10S [eIn3ndLbe 0} 9|gisuodsal sem 101235 [einyndube syl ‘710z Uj
SAN3YlL

10323 £q suoissiw]

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 35 of 42

Gg¢ PL0T 31VAdN IDNVYHD ILVYINITD S.OI4YLNO

%S+ :abueyd %
WA SZ:TL0T
WA 66 :0661

suoissiwg
21seM\

cloc

o066l

101235 Aq suoissiwg

NOIL)3S

"SUOISSILID 9S3U1 JO 9SB32) pue UolIeIauSb
W1-BUO| ‘MOJS 31 10§ JUNODE O} [SPOU UOIe|NWIS
e BUISN PaUIWIIBP U S||UPUB| LU0} SUOISSILT

‘|ILPUB| 3Y3 JO SUOIIPUOD 3y} pue Pasodsip 21sem ay3

JO 24N1BU PUR JUNOWIR 9Y3 UO spuadap paiesausb

SUBYIDW JO a1eJ 94 "||YPUEB| B Ul SWIL JSAO |eliSiewl
21UebIO JO UOSOdUIODP Y1 WO} Pa1RIUSD

SI SUPYIS\ "UOMRISUIDUI 91SeM pUR Buljpuey
191BMI1SEM WO SUOISSIUUD JUSIXD J9SS| B 0} ‘pue
pUB| UO 315eM PI|OS JO [eSOSIP 9y WO} dueyiaw
Ajleudid aie 101095 915eM S01BIUQD WIS SUOISS|UIT

10109G 9)Sep\



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 36 of 42

"020C Ul 3N 8'L AQ SUOISSIUID 2DNPai 01 Pa30adXa
2/ SWISAS 9593 pue seb |ypuel bulnided ale
S||UpUg| |€ ‘D1ep O] "parelausb sueyiaw A0Sap
pue ainyded 03 s||ypue| abie| bupinbai ¢ suonenbal
pausWws|dwi Sey OLRIUQ "SIeaA Bulwod ul 9|gels
AJ9AIE[D) UlBWISI 01 P31D90XS 9JB SUOISSIUUS S1SBAA

S3AILVILINI 40 1OVdINI

B3y JO A1D11D99 31eIauab 01 pasn aq Os|e

ued seb ||ypue| WOJ) sUBYIS|\ Paielausb sueyiaw
33 bulfoiisap Jo bupnided pue |jypue| Woij Ja11ew
D1ueblo buaAlp Ag ‘sjduwiexa 10} ‘papuedxs g

102 31vAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 9¢

10y UO1I3101d [DIUBWILOAAUT BU1 I3PUN PRI "80//1Z 63y "0 '80/91 B34 "0 «,

1522104 DDIOW ‘B1eP 7L07-0661 :H0day AIOJUSAU| [BUOREN #7107 SY3 :92/N0S

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N —_ — —_ —_ —_
o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o O O O O O
w N N N N N —_ —_ —_ —_ —_ o o o o o O O O O O
o ) [e)} S N o [0} (o)} N N o oo [e)} D N o oo (o)} D N o

T 1T rr 1P T 171 1 1o 151 1150 170 170 r T 1T 11171 11T 1P 17 17 15170 170 17T 1T 17T 11 m

9

0lllltltltllllllll’tlllllt/ ‘

15833104 [B2LI01SIH
8
90D WN

PINOD 1Y) PURIL SIYL 3SI3AI 01 AemISpun SaARenIUl
e 2J2Y | "Pasealdul pue| uo [esods|p 91sem se

%S AQ M3IB SUOISSIWS '2107—066] WO 101D3s
215eM DY) 10} 158210} PUB PUIY UOISSIUID Y}

0€0C 03} suoissiwg jseralo4 ajsep\ 8L JHNDIL

SMOYS 81 anbi4 's||ypue| s1eald pue dgnd Ag
PO11IWS SUPYISU WO WD (9576) 952U1 JO 1SON
‘0lIRIUQ Ul SUOISSIUS HHD |PI0) 341 1O (%) IN G/ 10}
3|qIsuodsal sem oLeUQ Ul J03D3S 21SeM B3 ‘7107 Ul
SAN3YL

10323 £q suoissiw]

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 37 of 42

/€ ¥10231vddnN IONVHD ILVINITI S.OI4VLINO

*dyd'gp18/SWa11/SUOISSILIGNS ™~ SSII0IUSAUI [eUOIIBU/SS0IUSAUI BYH ™|~ xauue/s110dai™ [PUOIIRU/IUIDIDMUN//A1Y :213Y PUNOY S UBD UOISSILIGNS S,ePRURY) o

"umopyealq e4ausb 1oyl

10 SUOISSIWS ||eJ9A0 S 01RIUO pabueyd Apuedylubis
10U 9AeY 10dal €107 9y 9DUls AJOJUSAUL 33 O}
spew syuswanoidwl ay | 1ioday AIo1UsAUl Ydes Ul
P31USWINDOP S4B SIUSUWRA0IdWI pUR SUOIIR|ND[edl
353y "ssa4b0Id JO JUDUISSDSSE PUB S15BIDI0)
UOISSILD S,0LIBIUQ SSDUSN|JUI ApUSNbasuod yoiym
— AIOJUSAU| 93 JO 3seajal Yo Yum abueyd ued
SPUJ1 [PDLOISIY PUB SUOISSIUID JPA 95eq 0661
[edulA0Id 1Byl SuBSW SIY | (0661 01 Deq bunep)
AJOIUSAU| 33 JO pouad aWill 9|OYM S 104 S91eU1ISD
UOISSIUD JO SIUSWIS1R1S-3J JO SUO[IR|ND|EDI O}

pe3| SIUSWBUYSI 953y "SUOISSIWS |erdulroid pue
|PUOIIRU 91WI[ISS O} Pasn SPOYISW pue eiep syl
SUYaJ 01 SHIOM AJ|enuizuod epeue’) JUSWUOIIAUT
1doday Ai1ojuaau| [puonypN

o9y3 ul sjuswanoaduwi|

4go bunnidenuew buisn paiendjed s Alsuaiul
S1AYM S UDIYM 101D3S AJ1SNPUl 93Ul JO SPIIY)

OM] UBY1 aJow 3sudwiod bupnidejnuew Wolj
SUOISSIUIT A115210) PUB 2IN3NDLIOE WOJ SUOISSIWD

ABJIaUD 'U0IIDNIISUOD ‘Bululw a1e A11sSnpul Ul
PapPN|dUl $101235gNS bulinidejnuew-uou ujew
3yl ‘sauljadid 01 uonippe uj 10129s A1sSnpul 9yl Ul
papn|oul s s1onposd wnajol1ad Jo uonenodsuell
auljadid ay1 ‘1iodal Syl Uj "S91J01USAUL |RUOIIRU Ul
PaPN|DUl 10U Aj3Ua4ind a1 1odsuell sullew pue
Jle [eUOIIRUISIUI 1BY) PI0OU ©Q 0S| PINOYS |
(7 "d uo | 91qe] 999) S10123S A2y XIS
olul dn pajjol aJe saliobaied syl ‘1iodal s,01eIUQ
104 "B1EP |PIUSWIUOIIAUD PUE [BIJISNPUI ‘DJWLOU0DS
4O $924N0S Auew AQ pasn sa1lobaled ydiew
JOU Op U31JO 353yl 18yl aleme aq 03 Juerioduwll
s3] "sjod>0104d buiiodal HOD4INN AG paulep
$91106918D SNoJaWNU $35N AJOIUSAU 9Y |
"W SIY3 18 A41S210y4
pue ‘abueyd asn-pue| ‘asn pue| 01 bupiejal syoedul
SPN|DUIIOU Op INQ SHHD DUSNUI 1By} AUIOUODD
5,01JeIUQ Ul SII1IAIIDE 1SOUW ISA0D R1EP 31 (G "d 995)
UOIDNPONUI BY1 Ul PISSNISIP SV "Z107—0661 pousd
33 SISA0D YDIYM ‘AI0IUSAU| 15918 SY1 LUOI) U EL
3le 10daJ S,011_IUQ) Ul SUOISSILUS |PDLIOISIH
011e1IB19109S (DDD4NN)
sbueyd a1ewiD UO UOIIUSAUOD) YIOMSWEI SUOIBN
pPa11UN 941 01 AI0IUSAU| patepdn Ue s1jwgns epeur)
1USWUOIIAUT IBaA UdeT 7107—066] 1100y AiojusAul
|DUONDN Sepeue) s1d9)yal yoeoidde souLeIUQ
suoissiwe HHOH
soljeuwll}se oleljuQ MOH

ADOTOdOH13W



http://unfccc.int/national_reports/annex_i_ghg_inventories/national_inventories_submissions/items/8108.php

10T 31vdAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO 8¢

‘(FL0T) 7107—0661 110day A10JUdAU| [DUOIIDN SY1 JO / XSUUY 995 ‘A1UIPLISOUN 91BWIISS JO SISA|PUE Pa|1P19p 2I0W B 104 |,
"S9AIIRNIUL 1910 JOJ UYL UIR1I9DUN SI0W A|JUaIayul SI 9AIBIIUL SIYL 10} Buljjapouwl 2104219y "9bueyd 01129[qns oq Aewl pue s1eak Gz Jon0 pauswajdudi st ued syl se
Ajlenpiaipul papuny pue paaoidde aie s109(oid [eaided ‘uejd wis1-buoj [epYjo ue s ueld uoleriodsuell [euoibas syl ybnoyije ‘1eyl 910N 7Us/2A0UWbIGaY1/W0d X U011 U MMM //:d11y
palesodiodul Os|e 1M €10z Aleniga 4o se uejd ayi 01 sa1epdn (8007 J2GUISAON) Daly UOI[ILDH pub 0JUOIO] J31DaID 3yl Ul UONDLIOdSUDI] bujwiojsupi] A0y big ay | XUl|OIIBIN o
(€107 J2QUISAON) UD|4 Ab1au3 wiia)-buoT s,0LpIuQ 22ubjbg buiralydy ‘AB1auT JO ANSIUIN ¢
‘(7107 |udy) Awouod3 2yl uo Ji0day ULa-buoT s,011eIUQ Ul SUOIIDS(0Id $,90URUI4 JO AIISIUIA YIM JUDISISUOD) o
‘(7107 udy) Awouod3 2yl uo Ji0day ULa-buoT s,011eIUQ Ul SUOIIIS(0Id §,90UBUI4 JO AIISIUIA YIM JUDISISUOD

Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 38 of 42

"A1U[B1I3DUN JO S|9A3] 15aybIY 2yl

YIM 21N} NdUBY, Yim Buipua pue ,21Sepn, 95N
12NPOId JI9YI0 PUB JUSA|OS, ,'SUOISSIWT $S920.d
leuasnpul, Aq (A1ure3sadun Jo S|oA9| buisealdul

ul) PaMOJ|04 ‘A1Ule1ISDUN 1583] 9yl pey A1oba1ed
,ABiau3, s,A101UaAU| Y3} WIS SUOISSIWS 210}

'9A3| |BUOLIBU 31 1Y "SUMOPXealq |e1dulAoid Ul
$913UIP1I9DUN JO SPRW S| JUSWISSISSe OU ‘AI01USAUI
[EUOIIRU Y1 Ul $311UIR1ISDUN S9SAjeue AJuo
AJ0JUSAU| 3Y1 ‘A|918UN1IOJUN "SdUIAOID pue Sieak
'S10109S ‘S95eD [PNPIAIPUL Y1IM Pa1RIDOSSe 9501
UeY3 JOMO| ydnw aJe S|e10} parebalbbe pue spuaiy
SIS DU YIIM Pa1RIDOSSE $913UlR1IadUN 'A||RJoUsD)
1-’S911UIR1ISDUN JO 9buel B 01 103[gNS a1k A3y | Jeak
oea Ul J01D3S Yoes Ul seb asnoyusaib yoes Jo
SUOISSIUID JO S21PWILSS 91k AJOJUSAU| Sl WO} elep
|PDLIO1SIH "SUOISSIWID [BDI0ISIY YIIM 1IelS Ajjensn
SUOISSIUD S,0LIBIUQ 15822104 O} Pasn suoidafold

“uoDafoid SIY1 Ul JUSIBYUI S913UIRLISOUN
JUedyIuUbIS aJe 2Jay1 ‘puy SIyl JO bujjspoul Aue
UM SY (95D Nyg 9y Ul sapijod Jo aduasqe

9y3 Joj 1daoxa) suondwnsse Adjjod pue ‘Abisus
D1ydesbouwsp D1LOU0DS JO 195 9|BuUIS B UO paseq
2Je 1J0daJ SIY} Ul Pa1RWI[ISS S158DJ0) UOISSIWS 9y |
Auieyadun

(S9AI1BILUI UOIIDNPAI UOISSIWS JO 10edul|

2Jn1ny paredidiiue ayi sapn|pul) uoidsfoid
(dvDD) Upjd uondy abubys aowiD y -

(o1eIUQ 104 300)3n0 dlydelibowsp pue

JJWOU0D3 1USJIND 3Y1 JO JUNODJe bulyel ajiym

SSAIIR[IUI UOIIDNPaJ WO 10edW| INOYIIM

SNUIIUOD SPUSJ1 UOISSIWS [eD101SIY BulAlispun
Sawinsse) uondafoid (NVg) [pNsN-Sp-ssauisng .

:91e3.JD 0] Pasn seMm uoljew.oul siy |

‘sa11j0d Jo swesboud
01 sabueyd pue u0J123||0d e1ep 91el0diodul O}

palinbal se paisn(pe ae sUo|IdNPaL UOISSILWS JO
suolndafold aya ‘uonippe u| 'sa21deid 159g UO
Paseq SlusUIBUIfaI puUe 3|ge|leAR Blep 15918 9}
21eJ0d10DUl 01 Aj[edipoad palepdn S |opoul
5,01JeuQ "s19biel Si bupesw spiemos ssaubold
5,01/e1UO BUIPURISISPUN O} |P[IUSSSD DJ8 SUOISSIUID
a1ninj bundafoid pue saAllelul Ueld UOIDY
abuey) a1ewi|) 4o ssaiboid ayy uo bupioday
07 €21y Uoy|ilueH pue
01U0JO] Ja1ealn) 9y J10j uejd uopeliodsuely [euoibal
S,0LIRIUQ SE [[9M SB '9DUapYU0d 3|qeuoseal Yiim
Pa1eWIIS 9q Ued pue Juedyjubis 3G 01 pa1dadxa
9J€ SUOISSIUID UO s10edull 9SOUM 1107 YDl O}
dn sapijod |eispaj pue [e1duIA0Id UOIRISPISUOD
01Ul S3%{P1 1582104 SIY ] ¢, Ue|d ABIaug wa-buoT
1$91e| 9Y3 pue elep aduelduwod welboid Jo sieak
2I0U 7—| /S1SeD2104 DIydelbowap ,'s15ed9104
DJWOUOD0IDBW ‘B1ep AJOIUSAU| MBU 103|421 01
palepdn usaq sey 15833104 UOISSILUS S,0LrPIUQ
MOIAISANO m:___onE uoissiwg

Kbojopoylay

NOIL)3S



http://www.metrolinx.com/thebigmove/en/

Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 39 of 42

6¢ PvL0Z31vddN IONVHD ILVINITI S.OI4VLINO

e1ep (£107) UB|d ABIaug wia|-buoT :22/n05

N N N NN DN DN N DN NN DN DNDDNDDNDNDNDDNDNDNDDNDNDNDNDNDNDDNDDNDNDNDNDNDNNDN
O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O o o o o o o o o o
W W W N NN DN N DN NN DNDNMDND =2 =222 a2 2 2 a2 2 O 0 O O O
N = O OV 00 N O L1 A W N = O O 0O N O UL A W N = O O 0 N O U
0
[ T T 1 bttt b1 T
S
ol
Sl
0c¢
T4
—\—] O¢€
15e22104 [e21101SIH
13
2‘0D 1IN

NOI1)3S

Abojopoylrapy

suoissiwg DHD 401395 111233 Jo abuey 6L JUNDIS

J9YLINJ YDNW SUOISSILID 958210U1 PINOM d(dD
J9YBIY Yim pauiquiod Ajjepadsa ‘'SUoOUIS1e JaWUns
10y 1UaNb3Jy 2JI0W — J9Y1RIM O SAIISUDS 2l
SUOISSIWS A1ID1J109[F (61 24nBI4 935) SUOISSIUID J101D3S
pa1dafoid sy 10} 9buerl 3|geuoseal e sulrluod Ubjd
Abiouz Wia[-buo] €107 341 '9pIs A1DLIDSIS 3yl UQ
1101035 9DIAISS 23U} JO
ey ueyi Jaybiy si indino s bupnidenueul SA|sU1Ul
-AB1sua Jayraym uo ‘sidwexs Joj ‘buipusdap Jomoj
10 Jaybiy Ajpuedyiubis aq pjnod 9seaidul 9yl — 10949
paziesauab e s abueyd Siy| (SUOISSIUID ALD1ID|9
-UOU JO 9G°0 INOQR) J21ea1b 1A | 1S0W(e 9 PINoMm
SUOISSILD A1D11D3]9-UoU paldafold ayi 15eda10) Ueyy
19yb1y 94| alom uonendod pue 4ao |eal Y1oqg 070z
Ul I 'ALIARISUSS S, [9poW a1 Jo ajdwiexs ybnol e sy

SUOISSIWD (0Z07-150d) J21B| URYL UIR1ISDUN SSI)|
97 P|NOYS SUOISSIWS (0707-2.d) wiisi-lasesaN -
SUOISSIUWD |RI01D9S URYL UIR1ISDUN
$S9| 2 PINOYS SUOISSIWD a1ebaibbe |p10]| -
Nvg ueyl
U11I3DUN SS3| 20 PINOYS SUOISSILS 35eD ADIj0d
s1eak |lenpiAlpul
ueyl UIe1iadun ssa| 2q PINOYS W ISAO SPUI| -
:}se3240) 3y} Inoqe
apew 3q ued syujod buimoj|oy 3y ‘paynuenb jou
s11seJ9104 s,011eUQ Ul AJUleMIddUN 3Y) ybnoyyy



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 40 of 42

10T 31vdAdN I9NVHD 31VINITD S.OI4VLNO ov

) xipuaddy (7107) 1oday ssaiboig 2bupy ) 1oLl UOISIA a1pWi|D ‘OLRIUQ 4,

"s91b0jopoyIaW 01 sabueyd

A|Q1ss0d pue SAIIRIIUI MBU URIUOD |[IM 1J0da)
1X3U S| 1BY3 $109dXa OLIRIUQ ‘P31epleA U33(

10U Sey 1Jodal 1Us1Nd 3yl ‘UoisN|dU0D S,SNIABN
SDUIS [9POW 93 01U| paieiodiodu] aiam sabueyd
[eo1bojopoyIaU JUeDJIUBIS OU 3DUlS ., Suuesboid
uonebiiw HHOH JO UoIeN|_AS PUR BUIISEII0)
UOISSIWUS HHD Ul S9d11oeld 159g 1ua4ind bujsn
51582910} Seb asnoyusaib Jo uoneiussaldal

1B} B 9I9M $31PWIIISD Y} PIPN[DUOD OYM

“JU| YDIB3Say SNIABN Pauleial oueuQ ‘1odal
abueyd a1ewld 710¢ S,01eIUQ 104 3|Ge|IPAR 919ym
s90110e4d 1599 Y1im ubjje pue ajgeuoseal ale asayl
$2JNSUD UOIIBPI[BA "S1SEDD10) UOIDNPAI UOISSIUUD
BUINOO|-pIeMIO] S1I JO UOIIEPI|RA B S¥elLIapun

01 UO[IDIPSHN( 18414 9yl Sem OleIuQ ‘600¢ Ul
Bupiels ‘sainded pliyi uspuadapul Ag paieple
suopdunsse pue Abojopoylaw buisedalo)
uoIssIWa 1l pey Ajjediponad sey oueiuQ
'S1582210J S,90UIA0Id 93 Ul 9DUSPIUOD 9pIr0id O

uonepijea Ayed-paiyL

Kbojopoylay

NOIL)3S




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 2, Page 41 of 42



93ueyda}eWI|d/eI 01RIUQ

:Bumsia Aq aBueyd a3ewn)d ssalppe 03 S310443 S,011e3U() INOGR 910w Uulea

oLIRUO _y

A
LA


http://Ontario.ca/climatechange

munity Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 3, Page 1 of 52

s

Ontario Energy Board Ge

y

Feeling the Heat:

Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015
4

P Environmental
\%- Commissioner
of Ontario




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 3, Page 2 of 52

July 2015

The Honourable Dave Levac
Speaker of the Legislative Assembly of Ontario

Room 180, Legislative Building
Legislative Assembly

Province of Ontario

Queen’s Park

Dear Speaker:

In accordance with Section 58.2 of the Environmental Bill of Rights, 1993,
| am pleased to present the Annual Greenhouse Gas Progress Report
2015 of the Environmental Commissioner of Ontario for your submission
to the Legislative Assembly of Ontario. This Annual Report is my independent
review of the Ontario government’s progress in reducing greenhouse gas
emissions for 2014-2015.

Sincerely,

SN

Ellen Schwartzel
Environmental Commissioner of Ontario (Acting)

1075 Bay Street, Suite 605 1075, rue Bay, bureau 605
Toronto, Ontario, M5S 2B1 Toronto (Ontario) M5S 2B1

Tel: (416) 325-3377 Tél: (416) 325-3377
Fax: (416) 325-3370 Téléc. (416) 325-3370
1-800-701-6454 1-800-701-6454
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Introduction:
Ontario’s Changing Climate

Ontario’s climate is changing — both environmentally and in its policy mindset. In recent years,
Ontario has struggled to make much progress on reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
outside of the electricity sector. However, this seems poised to change as the government has recently
unveiled several measures that suggest 2015 will be a key year for climate policy in Ontario.

Over the past year, Ontario has declared its commitment to major action on climate change. In
June 2014, the government added “Climate Change” to the name of the Ministry of the Environment.
In September 2014, the newly re-elected Premier issued a mandate letter to the Minister of the
Environment and Climate Change that included clear instructions to update Ontario’s climate
change strategy, engage the public, and integrate climate change considerations into government
decision-making processes.*

The government established a Climate Change Directorate in late 2014, housed within the Ministry
of the Environment and Climate Change (MOECC), to co-ordinate, report on and drive climate action
across all provincial ministries.? Ontario has also deepened its relationships with other provinces
such as Alberta, British Columbia and especially Quebec, aiming to work together on climate and
energy issues through bilateral action, as well as in other inter-provincial fora. In November 2014,
Ontario signed a Memorandum of Understanding with Quebec on climate change that outlines key
areas for future co-operation, including carbon pricing and regulatory alignment on emissions reporting.
In March 2015 the government announced the appointment of a special advisor and an external
advisory council on climate change. On April 13, 2015, the government announced that it will create
a cap-and-trade system to achieve emissions reductions across sectors.®

The push for Ontario’s reboot on climate change has been growing steadily for years, with pressure
coming from stakeholders, increasingly evolved climate science, more evidence of climate change
impacts, and increasing international climate action. Municipalities, corporations and conservation
authorities have been clamouring for greater provincial leadership, policy guidance and support
(including financial support) to address climate change issues.

Over the past year, climate change has gained considerable attention at the highest political
levels in the world’s largest economies, providing further motivation for Ontario to act. The U.S.
will be targeting emissions reductions in its highest emitting sector, electricity,* as well as methane
emissions from oil and gas production.® The U.S. and China also announced a historic joint
commitment to strengthen bilateral co-ordination on climate change.® Carbon pricing continues

to spread across the globe; according to the World Bank, as of May 2014, there was some form
of carbon price in over 40 countries and in 20 sub-national jurisdictions, covering 12 per cent of
global GHG emissions.”
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Despite little progress at past United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change Conferences
of the Parties, December 2015’s session in Paris, France seems poised for a potential agreement.
In anticipation, many jurisdictions are gearing up for Paris by introducing new climate change
policies and plans — including Ontario.® Recently, Ontario and other sub-national governments
have been playing a more prominent role in international climate diplomacy. The Compact of
States and Regions, first announced at the September 2014 Climate Summit in New York City,
with further signatories added at the Conference of the Parties in December 2014, looks to be

a promising initiative to drive climate action at the state and regional government level.

An even bigger impetus for a reboot, however, is the growing recognition of the rapidly changing
climate and the high costs of inaction. Thousands of scientific reports and peer-reviewed articles
have established that the Earth’s climate is changing. In Chapter 1 of the ECO’s 2014 GHG Report,
the ECO described the conclusions of Working Group | for the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC); specifically, the IPCC concluded — with 95 per
cent confidence — that human activities have been the dominant cause of climate warming since
the 1950s. The IPCC findings, along with other reports, highlight how global average temperatures
have increased and are expected to continue to rise, as well as the observed and expected inten-
sification of extreme weather events such as heat waves and storms. It has become harder and
harder to ignore the potential looming costs — economic, environmental and social — of climate
change for Ontario.

In 2014 the IPCC released the remainder of
its findings for the Fifth Assessment Report,
culminating in a Synthesis Report. Among
many other conclusions, that report calls for
additional mitigation actions by all levels of
government to decrease the likelihood of the
many serious risks that the IPCC identifies

from increased warming. The IPCC’s Synthesis
Report further highlights the need for adaptation
measures to those climate change impacts that
are unavoidable based on emissions already

in the atmosphere (see Appendix 1 for a more
detailed summary of this report).

As the IPCC continues to publish increasingly
stark, authoritative climate science reports,
much of the world has moved beyond the

old debates about whether and why climate
change is happening. In keeping with this
trend, the Ontario Legislature unanimously passed a motion on March 12, 2015, recognizing that
climate change science and the serious threats it represents for Ontarians are now also beyond
debate in Ontario politics.

The ECO has moved on as well; rather than expend pages in the introduction of our report making
the case that climate change is occurring in Ontario, Appendix 2 provides an overview of climate
trends and projections for Ontario.

4 Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015
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1.2 The Economic and Social Impacts of Climate Change

Climate change is not only altering our weather patterns and environment, it has also already
begun to affect Ontario’s economy and communities. Although the changing climate brings mixed
positive and negative effects, it is predicted that the increasing economic costs related to damage
to both public and private infrastructure and other property will be fiscally unsustainable for
government.® Costs to the government associated with inaction also include potential negligence
lawsuits, further discussed in the box on page 7. These costs of climate change impacts justify
the upfront capital costs that are needed by the public and private sectors to adapt to the changing
climate and more extreme weather events.°

At the same time, the long-standing belief that economic growth necessitates a certain degree
of increasing GHG emissions has been debunked. As Ontario’s Climate Change Update 2014
indicates, economic growth in Ontario can break from this historic trend of emissions growth.*
A low-carbon economy presents important economic opportunities for the province.

Economic Impacts to Industry

Many sectors of the Ontario economy will be challenged by a changing climate. Resource-based
industries will be especially hard-hit. Although a warmer climate potentially brings a longer growing
season, a 2014 Natural Resources Canada (NRCAN) study explains that Ontario agriculture could
be at greater risk from drought, pests, disease and climate variability.*> The costs to the province
could be enormous; between 2000 and 2004 alone, droughts in Ontario resulted in crop insurance
payouts of $600 million, and according to the National Round Table on the Environment and the
Economy (NRTEE) in 2010, this figure will only rise.*®

Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015 5
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Climate change has already had variable
effects on Ontario’s tourism industry. For
example, NRCAN’s 2014 study highlights

how recent warm winters have had negative
impacts on the ski industry, while warm weather
activities, such as golf, may benefit from an
extended summer season.'* This same report
discusses how many other sectors of the
economy will be affected by climate change;
for example, the manufacturing sector may

be negatively affected as a result of extreme
weather damaging infrastructure and interrupting
supply chains, as well as higher temperatures
and humidity affecting employee health and
productivity.*®

Even where increases in annual average

precipitation are projected, increased evaporation
and evapotranspiration due to higher temperatures may lead to overall lower water levels.'® Lower
water levels could negatively affect important transportation networks, such as the Great
Lakes-St. Lawrence Seaway. Shallower navigation channels, docks and harbours reduce the
amount of cargo that ships can carry and may require more trips; as a result, shipping costs
could increase.'” According to the NRTEE, lower water levels in lakes and rivers will also reduce
the potential for hydro-electric generation in parts of Ontario and could lead to economic losses
of $660 million per year, as well as result in energy shortages during peak summer demand.*®

In the Far North of Ontario, the winter road network is a vital link for communities and resource
industries that are not serviced by a permanent road system. Shortened, warmer winters mean
a reduced season for building and operating winter roads.*®

Risks to Public Assets and Government Operations

Ontarians face costly climate change-related risks to public assets and government operations,
including infrastructure (e.g., roads, the electricity grid and buildings), services (e.g., emergency
response), and finances (e.g., consequences of reduced insurance affordability). Additional
investment over a number of years will be required to make public infrastructure more resilient
to extreme weather. Delivery of government services will be affected in different ways: some
impacts may be sudden due to extreme weather and others more gradual due to longerterm
climatic shifts. For example, in 2012, Emergency Management Ontario projected that emergency
management services will be challenged to keep up with the increased frequency and greater
severity of natural disasters, such as floods, predicted under a changing climate.?®

The provincial government has already begun to encounter the need to make additional financial
payouts due to extreme weather (ultimately coming out of taxpayers’ pockets). Periodic provision
of emergency funding to hard-hit municipalities or individuals may be needed, as was required
during the Burlington flood in 2014 and the December 2013 ice storm in the Greater Toronto
Area. As the number and magnitude of natural disasters increase, Ontario’s disaster fund, the
Ontario Disaster Relief Assistance Program’, will be under additional stress to provide financial
support to hard-hit communities and individuals. Furthermore, under its proposed expansion of
crop insurance for Ontario farmers, the government will likely need to make additional payouts
for crop failure due to extreme weather. Existing government insurance or emergency management
programs such as Ontario’s disaster fund were not designed with climate change in mind, high-
lighting the need for a more strategic approach to funding adaptation.

iChanges to Ontario Disaster Relief Assistance Program (ODRAP) are likely coming; in the 2014 mandate letter to the Minister of Municipal
Affairs and Housing, the Premier instructed the Minister to examine ODRAP to ensure its design and eligibility criteria reflect current needs in
addressing extreme weather events. The future of this program is more important than ever given that, as of February 1, 2015, the federal
government reduced financial support for the provinces from the Disaster Financial Assistance Arrangements program, meaning Ontario will
have to cover an increased share of disaster-related rebuilding costs.
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Provincial Legal Liability for Damage Caused by Climate Change

Extreme weather events have already begun to stress infrastructure in Ontario, and will continue to
do so, even in the best-case GHG mitigation scenario.?* The resulting damage to personal property
and/or human health may create legal liabilities for the provincial government, most likely in the form
of negligence lawsuits.?? Such lawsuits, if successful, could result in costly awards or settlements.

Some legal research states that the provincial government could be held legally liable for
negligence in relation to an extreme weather event in circumstances where the following basic
elements are present:

- an individual or group has suffered personal or property damage;

- the damage was, at least in part, caused by the provincial government’s acts or omissions;

- the provincial government had a legal duty to the individual/group; and

- the provincial government ought to have reasonably known its act or omission could cause
a risk for that individual/group (and knowledge of extreme weather events might factor into
this reasonableness analysis).®

The provincial government is responsible for managing or regulating various types of infrastructure.
Depending on how the province executes such responsibilities, these obligations could create
liability for the government as a potential defendant in a negligence lawsuit. For example, the
province could face liability arising from its role in establishing design standards?* and in providing
regulatory approval authority for stormwater systems.?® Extreme weather events increase the
likelihood of flooding and sewer back-ups, which can cause significant property damage (see
the ECO’s 2013 GHG Report.)
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Another example is publicly-owned electricity
transmission infrastructure. The courts have
found that Ontario’s crown corporation Hydro
One has a duty to deliver electricity safely and
that the former Ontario Hydro had a duty to
have adequate emergency response systems
in place.?® Similarly, the provincial government
has been found to have a responsibility to protect
against hazards from electrical infrastructure
on provincially owned land that may cause
physical harm to members of the public.?” As
extreme weather events increase, the province
will face greater potential liability, both via its
ownership of electricity transmission assets
and as an owner of land where electrical
infrastructure is installed, from weather-related
electrical hazards.?®

The province also has a duty to plan, design, maintain and repair provincial roads and highways?®
and to ensure they are safe for use.*® The province’s potential liability with respect to this responsibility
could increase as a result of the predicted rise in intense rain events, freeze-thaw cycles, and
climate variability.3* What's more, the government’s own precipitation projections suggest the
province should be aware of these climate change risks, factoring into the reasonableness
analysis of the province’s actions (or inactions) under the law.%?

In negligence cases, the court will consider various factors when determining liability, including
whether the action or inaction that lead to the damage was reasonable.®® The assessment of
“reasonableness” could take into account relevant statutory requirements and guidance, publicly
available knowledge, as well as government custom and practice.®* Government policy decisions
are generally immune from liability; however, legal experts have pointed out that governments
that fail to consider climate change in policy making will not be immune from potential negligence
claims if this information would have been considered by a reasonable person (or government) in
similar circumstances.*

8 Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015
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Climate change also holds serious consequences for the health of Ontarians. NRCAN reported
in 2008 that by 2050, cities such as Toronto and Windsor can expect double the current average
number of days exceeding 30°C.3¢ As a result, the report continues, mortality due to heat could
also double by the 2050s, while mortality from air pollution could rise as well.3”

The warming climate is also heightening the risk of certain diseases. As the ECO wrote in our
2009/2010 Annual Report, and NRCAN discussed in a 2014 report, black-legged ticks — the
species that transmits Lyme disease — are spreading northward into Canada at a rate of 35-55
km/year, exposing more of Ontario to this debilitating disease.®® Annual incidences of Lyme
disease in Canada have already increased from approximately 144 cases in 2009 to 682 cases
in 2013.%° In 2010 the NRTEE reported that warmer winters and warm, humid summers may also
result in the spread of mosquitoes that carry West Nile Virus.*°

Extreme weather can bring about other health risks. According to the Report of the Walkerton
Inquiry, one of the many factors that contributed to the deadly outbreak of E. coli in Walkerton in
2000 was the heavy rain that assisted the transport of manure into the drinking water supply.**
The 2008 NRCAN scientific literature review on the impacts of climate change on Ontario also
reported that intense rainfall and ice storms can result in traffic accidents, while flooded homes
can lead to the spread of toxic molds and poor indoor air quality.*?

Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015 9
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Ontario’s Latest
= GHG Numbers

The Environmental Commissioner of Ontario reports annually to the Legislative Assembly of
Ontario on the progress of the Ontario government towards reducing the province’s GHG emissions,
as required by the Environmental Bill of Rights, 1993. This section uses the most recent Environment
Canada data to assess the province’s progress towards meeting its GHG emissions reduction
targets, established in 2007.43 The three provincial targets are to reduce Ontario’s annual GHG
emissions by:

+ 6 per cent below 1990 levels by 2014 (to approximately 171 Megatonnes [Mt] CO, equivalent);
- 15 per cent below 1990 levels by 2020 (to approximately 155 Mt); and
- 80 per cent below 1990 levels by 2050 (to approximately 36 Mt).

Ontario recently announced a 2030 mid-term target of 37 per cent below 1990 levels
(equivalent to 115 Mt).

2.1 Overall Emissions in 2013

According to the 2015 National Inventory Report (NIR), Ontario’s GHG emissions in 2013 were
171 Mt, equivalent to emissions in 2012 (and 2009).4 This figure is the lowest annual level of
emissions since the baseline year of 1990 (and 1991), when emissions were 182 Mt. (Note:
this baseline number is higher than previously reported based on the use of newer methods of
calculating GHG emissions; see box.)

Revised Framework for Calculating GHG Emissions

In this year’s edition of the National Inventory Report, it became mandatory for Environment
Canada to use the revised United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change emissions
reporting guidelines. This resulted in recalculations of previous years’ emissions, and the 1990
baseline year is now higher than was reported in previous years (e.g., the baseline was reported
to be 177 Mt in 2014, but was increased to 182 Mt in 2015). The recalculation is mainly due to
an updated value for the global warming potential of two greenhouse gases, methane and nitrous
oxide, resulting in higher carbon emissions across all years. The sectors most affected by this
change are residential buildings, agriculture, and waste.

"Each year Canada produces a National Inventory Report, which provides the most recent, as well as historic, GHG data for Canada and each
province. Due to continual improvements to the way emissions estimates are modelled and calculated, historic data is often restated. Accordingly,
historic numbers for some years, including the baseline year of 1990, may not exactly align with data on which the ECO has previously reported
and commented.
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With Ontario’s emissions projected to be lower in 2014 due to the closure of its final coal-powered
electricity plant, Ontario looks likely to meet its 2014 target (which is also 171 Mt). As shown
in Figure 1, the last several years have witnessed a significant decline from the peaks experienced

roughly between 2000 and 2005, when emissions from coal-fired electricity generation were highest.

240
200
160
(]
N
o
© 120
-+
=
80
40
[ Y AN N T T S T I Iy v B
Q 9 3 © > Q 9 3 © (o) Q 9%
) ) ) ) ) QO Q Q QO Q N %
SCHEC RN A S S S S
2014 Target M 2050 Target
W 2020 Target Actual Emissions
Figure 1. Ontario greenhouse gas emission trends and targets (1990-2013). (Sources:
Environment Canada. National Inventory Report — Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks
in Canada 1990-2013 (2015); Go Green: Ontario’s Action Plan on Climate Change
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However, meeting the 2020 target will prove more difficult. Ontario faces a large gap (19 Mt

— equal to 11 per cent of its total current GHG emissions') between the province’s projected
2020 emissions based on current policies and trends and the 2020 target. Without new policy
initiatives, the majority of Ontario’s emissions reductions (78 per cent in 2020) will have come
from the single initiative of phasing out the use of coal in the electricity sector. The government’s
biggest climate change challenge going forward is to achieve sufficient GHG reductions beyond
the electricity sector to meet its 2020 target.

IThis 19 Mt gap was as of September 2014 and is based on the previous year’s National Inventory Report.
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2.2 Sector-Specific Emissions

Figure 2 shows Ontario’s GHG emissions from each sector and how they have changed from
1990 to 2013. The electricity sector alone has seen a 58 per cent reduction in emissions over
this time period, with the industrial sector contributing a further 26 per cent reduction, mostly due
to reduced industrial production in the province.*® The closure of the coal plants will not be fully
reflected in Ontario’s emissions profile until the 2015 emissions data becomes available.
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Figure 2. Ontario greenhouse gas emissions by sector for 1990, 2012 and 2013.
(Source: Environment Canada. National Inventory Report — Greenhouse Gas Sources
and Sinks in Canada 1990-2013 (2015)).

Since 1990, emissions reductions in the electricity and industry sectors have been partially

offset by the 31 per cent increase in emissions from the transportation sector. Emissions in the
buildings and waste sectors have also risen (17 per cent and 20 per cent, respectively). The trans-
portation sector remains the largest contributor to the overall provincial inventory, with emissions
rising 4 per cent from 2012 to 2013. Although emissions intensities have fallen in many sectors,
in some sectors these gains are at least partially offset by economic and population growth.4”

A more detailed breakdown of sector emissions is provided in Table 1.
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Table 1. Ontario’s Greenhouse Gas Emissions 1990-2013 (Source: Environment Canada.
National Inventory Report — Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks in Canada 1990-2013 (2015)).

Percentage
each sector
contributes
1990 - 2013 to 2013 total

| 19% | 2013 | MtCOe | %A | % |

Emissions Change from
Sources (Mt CO,e)

Electricity

25.8

10.9

-14.9

-58

6

Transportation 45.9 60.1 +14.2 +31 35
Road (passenger) 27.3 32.7 +5.4 +19.8

Road (freight) 8 13.4 +5.4 +67.5

Off-road (gasoline and diesel) 5.6 9.2 +3.6 +64.3

Domestic Aviation 2.2 2.3 +0.1 +4.5

Domestic Marine 1.0 1.2 +0.2 +20

Rail 1.8 1.3 0.5 27.8

Industry

Fossil fuel refining 6.1 6.1 0 0

Manufacturing 22 16.1 5.9 -26.8

Mineral Production (cement, lime, 4.1 3.6 0.5 -12.2

mineral products)

Chemical Industry 10 0 -10 -100

Metal Production (iron and steel) 10.9 7.7 3.2 -29.4

Fugitive Sources 1.6 1.3 -0.3 -18.8

Other" 9.3 12.8 +3.5 +37.6

Buildings 27.9 32.6 +4.7 +17 19
Commercial and Institutional 9.1 11.9 +2.8 +30.8

Residential 18.8 20.7 +1.9 +10.1

Agriculture 10.6 10.3 0.3 -3 4
Enteric Fermentation 4.4 3.6 0.8 -18.2

Manure Management 2.1 1.9 0.2 9.5

Agricultural Soils 3.9 4.6 +0.7 +17.9

Waste 7.6 9 +1.4 +19 5
Solid Waste Disposal on Land 7.1 8.4 +1.3 +18.3

Wastewater Handling 2 3 +0.1 +50

Waste Incineration 3 3 0 0

TOTAL 182 171 -11 -6 100

VThe “other” category includes emissions from stationary combustion in mining, construction, agriculture and forestry; emissions from pipe-
lines; emissions associated with the production and consumption of halocarbons; and emissions from the use of petroleum fuels as feedstock
for petrochemical products. Subsector figures do not exactly match sector totals due to rounding errors and the fact that this table does not list
all minor subsectors. The ECO adds up the emissions subcategories to calculate the sector totals so they may not exactly match the rounded
numbers presented in the NIR.

Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015

15



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 3, Page 18 of 52

J
s

DR

PRSI Sl
\ .\‘,. d\ W | A V4 17
N et

=T

\
\

&4

i
[
-

19}
-l
o
N
-
s
o
Q
[0}
o
[
173
5}
4
ap
o
=
a
[}
©
S
[0}
[}
=
[s}
=
=
[}
5}
=
S

16



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 3, Page 19 of 52

Review of Ontario’s Progress
on GHG Reductions

The Environmental Commissioner of Ontario annually reviews all government reports on climate
change and GHG reductions published during the previous year, as required by the Environmental
Bill of Rights, 1993. This section reviews the Ontario government’s most recent GHG annual
report, Ontario’s Climate Change Update 2014, which provides an update of Ontario’s GHG emissions
and progress towards meetings its GHG reduction targets as set out in the government’s 2007
Climate Change Action Plan.*® This section also reviews additional climate change-related policy
developments that occurred between July 9, 2014 (the release date of the ECO’s last GHG
report) and April 15, 2015.

The Ontario government’s Climate Change Update 2014, released by the MOECC in September
2014, provides a detailed analysis of Environment Canada’s 2014 National Inventory Report
emission numbers for Ontario (supplemented by the MOECC’s data and projections). The 2014
update report explains the sources of emissions in the province and why they may be rising or
falling, including the impact of policies on GHG emissions. The report also discusses expected
future emissions trends in the province based on current government policies, and mentions
some potential new policy directions for each sector.

The following sections outline both existing government policies and progress towards developing
new policies and regulations to reduce GHG emissions across the transportation, building, industry,
agriculture, electricity, and waste sectors. The discussion focuses on progress and barriers
towards meeting a rapidly approaching deadline: Ontario’s 2020 GHG emissions reduction target.
The sectoral reviews are presented from highest to lowest emitting sector.

In the ECO’s 2014/2015 reporting year, the government announced a number of measures that
demonstrate a renewed commitment to climate action, such as adding “Climate Change” to the
name of the Ministry of the Environment and including a strong emphasis on climate change in
the Premier’s mandate letter to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change (see Section
1.1 of this report for more detail).

In addition, on February 12, 2015, the government posted a climate change discussion paper on
the Environmental Registry for a 45-day public comment period (Environmental Registry #012-
3452). The paper supported a comprehensive stakeholder engagement process that the province
carried out in early 2015 to underpin the development of its new climate change plan. The paper
outlined the key areas in which the government intends to introduce new policies to: take action
in each sector, including putting a price on carbon; support science, research and technology; and
promote climate resilience and risk management.

Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015 17
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In April 2015, the government announced that it
will introduce a cap-and-trade system. As stated
in previous GHG reports, the ECO is supportive
of carbon pricing in general as an economically
efficient approach to reducing emissions.®
Although globally cap-and-trade systems targeting
GHG emissions are still in the initial stages of
implementation, research has shown that they
have been able to incent emissions reductions.>°

The province has committed to completing its
updated climate change strategy (covering both
climate mitigation and adaptation) by the end of
2015.5 With that, the ECO expects 2015 to bring
numerous climate policy announcements.

No Breakdown of GHG Emissions Projections

The ECO assesses the province’s progress in reducing emissions in each of the key sectors:
transportation, industry, buildings, electricity, agriculture and waste. However, the ECO’s role in
assessing the province’s progress in reducing GHG emissions on an initiative-by-initiative basis
for each sector is hindered by the MOECC’s “lumping” approach to reporting.

The MOECC has long used a lumping approach in its climate change progress reports when
reporting projected emissions reductions for each sector; the ministry reports the expected
emissions reductions for each sector as an aggregate of all GHG-reduction initiatives listed for
that sector. For example, within the transportation sector, Ontario’s Climate Change Update 2014
lists six separate initiatives (though one of these is a federal initiative), but lists their projected
GHG reductions in one lump figure. Although this approach is likely used due to the difficulty

of attributing emissions reductions to any single initiative, it makes it challenging to ascertain
whether fluctuations in the projections for a sector over time are due to the success or failure of
any specific policy, or due to revised modelling assumptions.

The ECO highlighted this problem in our 2011 GHG Progress Report, but the MOECC has not
changed its approach.
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3.2 Transportation

At 60.1 Mt (35 per cent of total emissions), the transportation sector — including road, rail,
domestic air and marine modes — remains Ontario’s largest source of GHG emissions, and
consequently, the biggest hurdle to achieving its 2020 GHG reduction target. What’s more, GHG
emissions from this sector have grown significantly, from 45.9 Mt in 1990, to 57.8 Mt in 2012,
to 60.1 Mt in 2013. That is a 31 per cent increase in transportation emissions since 1990.

The ministry’s emissions projections for transportation have fluctuated significantly over time. In
2007, the province projected that emissions cuts from transportation would contribute 19 Mt of
GHG emissions reductions in 2020.52 In the MOECC's Climate Change Progress Report 2012, the
province dramatically scaled back its projected reductions for this sector in 2020 to only 3.9 Mt.5®

Most recently, the MOECC's Climate Change Update 2014 projected a slightly more ambitious
reduction for the sector for the year 2020 — an improvement from 3.9 to 4.6 Mt.5* The only new
transportation initiative listed in Ontario’s Climate Change Update 2014 compared to its Climate
Change Progress Report 2012 is the Greener Diesel regulation (O. Reg. 97/14) made under the
Environmental Protection Act; nonetheless, it is not possible to attribute the additional projected
reduction of 0.7 Mt to this specific transportation initiative with certainty because of the ministry’s
aggregated reporting. The new projection could be the result of revised modelling of GHG
reductions from other listed transportation initiatives, such as the province’s Big Move regional
transportation plan.
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Since Ontario’s Climate Change Update 2014 was released in September, the Ministry of Transportation
(MTO) continues to work on implementing pre-existing transit, electric vehicle, and cycling policies
(though the latter two have represented GHG reductions too insignificant to be listed in Ontario’s
Climate Change Update 2014). The Premier's 2014 mandate letter to the MTO also called on the
ministry to prioritize the implementation of high-occupancy toll (HOT) lanes; however the MTO has
stated that it does not currently have sufficient data to calculate, model, or predict the impacts of
HOT lane projects.>® Beyond these measures, no new transportation initiatives have been implemented
or proposed that would result in significant GHG reductions.

Another challenge in the transportation sector is the uncertainty that fluctuations in gasoline
prices present for future GHG emissions. In the province’s Climate Change Progress Report 2012,
emissions projections for the sector were lowered partly based on higher prices for gasoline.>®
However, contrary to this forecast, gas prices dropped in 2014. A sustained period of lower gas
prices could encourage drivers to drive more and purchase higher gas-consuming vehicles (such
as pickup trucks and sport-utility vehicles) and actually increase the sector's GHG emissions,
highlighting how unpredictable market forces can be within the sector.

Transit

The MTO continues to fund and expand public transit throughout the province, which if done well
could help get people out of their cars — the largest source of transport emissions.5” For example,
in 2014, 96 municipalities received a total of $325.1 million in funding for improved public transit
via the province’s gas tax; a source of funding that was made permanent in 2013.58 The ministry
is also continuing to work on important transit expansion projects, including the Eglinton Crosstown
Light Rail Transit line and the Union-Pearson Express in Toronto, as well as transforming existing
GO commuter rail into an electrified rapid transit system for the Greater Toronto and Hamilton Area.

Ontario’s Climate Change Update 2014 also points to the Provincial Policy Statement, 2014 and
Ontario’s Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, 2006 as supporting policies that promote
mixed land uses and higher densities. This in turn should encourage greater use of transit, as
well as reduce vehicle kilometres travelled through other means (i.e., fewer and shorter car trips;
more walking, cycling and car-pooling). However, when the ECO examined the implementation of
the Growth Plan in our 2013/2014 ECO Annual Report, we found that it was not achieving the
province’s goals to increase density and create more transit-friendly land use. The then Minister
of Infrastructure had permitted density targets for many of the municipalities surrounding the
Greater Toronto Area below the level that the MTO itself suggests is needed to support “basic
transit service.”

A 9 I v
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The government is currently reviewing the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, 2006.

In addition, on March 5, 2015, the government proposed Bill 73, the Smart Growth for Our
Communities Act, 2015, which proposes to (among other things) amend the Development Charges
Act, 1997 to enable increased revenue for municipal transit. The Premier's 2014 mandate letter
to the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing had directed the Minister to amend the Development
Charges Act, 1997 to support “the development of sustainable, transit-friendly complete communities”
through improved land use planning and smarter growth.

Electric Vehicles

Ontario’s low-carbon electricity mix means that electric vehicles have the potential to greatly
reduce emissions in the transportation sector. In 2009, the MTO established an ambitious goal
to have 1 in 20 vehicles driven in Ontario by 2020 be an electric vehicle (EV).*® The MTO has
been subsidizing electric vehicle sales and charging stations in the province through its “Electric
Vehicle Incentive” and “Electric Vehicle Charging Incentive” programs, but progress towards this
EV target has been very modest. As of February 2015, there are only 4,030 electric vehicles in
the province — to put this number in perspective, it represents approximately 1 in 1,900 passenger
vehicles in Ontario in 2014.%° As it stands, the MOECC has not determined the EV initiative to
warrant being listed in Ontario’s Climate Change Update 2014, presumably because the GHG
reductions are too small.
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Low Carbon Fuel

In 2007, the government committed to
establishing a Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS)
for vehicles. The LCFS commitment was
expected to reduce the carbon intensity of
transportation fuels by 10 per cent by 2020.
However, the Ministry of Energy has made

little measurable progress toward establishing
an LCFS in Ontario in the almost eight years
since the commitment was made.®? In light

of stalled progress, in our 2012 Energy Conser-
vation Progress Report the ECO called on the
province to act on this commitment and recom-
mended that responsibility for implementing an
LCFS in Ontario be reassigned to the Ministry
of the Environment (now the MOECC).®®

The MOECC has proven it is better positioned to take charge of an LCFS for two reasons: the
ministry already has responsibility for regulating other transportation fuel qualities to control
emissions; and, the MOECC has demonstrated through design elements of the Greener Diesel
Regulation (primarily using lifecycle analysis to model GHG emissions®) that some of the issues
the Ministry of Energy deemed insurmountable to establishing an LCFS can in fact be resolved,
at least partially.?® The ECO reiterates our previous recommendation that responsibility for
implementing a low-carbon fuel standard be assigned to the MOECC.%®

3.3 Industry

The industrial sector accounts for the second highest share of GHG emissions in Ontario at 28
per cent or 47.6 Mt. This sector reduced its GHG emissions by 21 per cent between 1990 and
2012, but recently emissions have been increasing and the MOECC projects GHG emissions will
continue to increase. GHG reductions in this sector are attributable primarily to reduced industrial
production (including plant closures) in recent years, as well as some improvements in energy
efficiency. For example, the MOECC reports that the average emissions intensity of manufacturing
decreased by 34 per cent between 1990 and 2012.%7

The industrial sector has historically been subject to relatively weak policies and oversight aimed
at reining in its GHG emissions; the sole GHG policy initiative aimed at the industrial sector that
is mentioned in Ontario’s Climate Change Update 2014 is the natural gas demand side management
program (discussed below, in the Buildings section). However, the sector will soon be targeted for
greater emissions reductions, as a result of two policy developments.
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In April 2015, Ontario announced that it will introduce a cap-and-trade system under the Western
Climate Initiative (WCI), of which it has been a member since 2008. Ontario intends to join Quebec
and California, the other two jurisdictions in North America that have implemented cap-and-trade
systems through WCI. WCI creates a common design and administrative framework for emissions
trading, thus enabling the future linking of systems across jurisdictional boundaries.®® While the
exact design details of Ontario’s system had not been made public at the time of publication, WCI
design documents, Quebec and California’s systems, as well as Ontario’s past carbon pricing discussion
papers®® provide general information about the likely design decisions Ontario will make. The
system will likely initially cover large industrial emitters (facilities that emit more than 25,000
tonnes of GHGs in a year). These large emitters have already been reporting their emissions to
the MOECC since 2010.7° Emissions in other sectors of the economy can be targeted indirectly
by targeting upstream fuel distributors or directly by allowing offsets (as Quebec™ and California™
have done).

Second, on April 13, 2015, the MOECC released a new regulation that aims to reduce coal and
petroleum coke use in energy-intensive industries such as cement, lime, iron and steel.’ In 2012,
29 per cent of the cement industry’s energy use came from coal; whereas in the iron and steel
sector, 4.3 percent of energy use was from coal and 49 percent was from coke.” The regulation
encourages facilities to switch to fuels that have lower carbon emissions intensity than coal or
petroleum coke (e.g., various forms of biomass and other organic matter). Given the uncertainties
regarding how many plants will choose to participate and the exact nature of the replacement
fuel, the GHG benefits of the regulation are difficult to predict. The ECO will review this regulation
in a future report.

V0. Reg. 79/15: Alternative Low Carbon Fuels, made under Environmental Protection Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. E.19.
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3.4 Buildings

The buildings sector in Ontario continues to be
the third largest source of GHG emissions. In
2013, it represented 32.6 Mt, or 19 per cent,
of Ontario’s GHG emissions. Building emissions
have risen fairly steadily since 1990, increas-
ing by 17 per cent between 1990 to 2013,
tied to economic and population growth; amid
the general upward trend are some annual
fluctuations in emissions due to changes in
weather patterns (determining heating and
cooling demand) and commercial activity.”
The MOECC projects that this sector’s rising
emissions trend will continue.

While the electricity sector continues to decar-
bonize, the reliance of the buildings sector on
natural gas for space and water heating presents a key challenge to the Ontario government as

it attempts to meet its 2020 emissions reduction target. Between 1990 and 2012, demand for
natural gas in the building sector has increased in both the residential (23 per cent increase) and
commercial/institutional (30 per cent increase) building sectors, mostly due to large increases in
floor space.”™

Policies that the government has implemented in recent years to drive emissions reductions in
this sector include changes to the Ontario Building Code (the latest update — the 2012 code

— came into effect on January 1, 2014 and is renewed in five-year year cycles),’® natural gas
demand side management programs, energy efficiency regulations and standards, and changes
to the Provincial Policy Statement, 2014 that promote more compact building types.”” Ontario’s
Climate Change Update 2014 predicts that these initiatives will achieve 2-3 Mt of emissions
reductions by 2020.78 The only policy initiative that underwent a change in the reporting year

is the natural gas demand side management program, discussed in more detail below.
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The province’s main initiative to reduce natural gas use in the buildings sector is through demand
side management (DSM) programs, which are programs designed to reduce consumer demand
for energy. These programs are offered by the natural gas utilities, with provincial oversight
and guidelines.™

The Ontario Energy Board sets the DSM budgets for the natural gas utilities in multi-year plans."
The provincial framework for DSM programs was updated in 2014.8° There are two main changes
that are relevant to the sector’'s GHG emissions. First, the Minister of Energy issued a directive to
the Ontario Energy Board in March 2014, ordering the Board to bring natural gas DSM into closer
alignment with the Ontario government’s Conservation First energy policy, which should increase
the focus on natural gas conservation. Second, when the natural gas utilities conduct cost-benefit
analyses for proposed DSM programs, 15 per cent can now be added to the total estimated
monetized benefits to account for environmental benefits.8 An Ontario Energy Board letter from
February 2015 specifically identified carbon reduction as one of the environmental benefits to be
considered.®? As a result of these changes, more DSM programs may pass the cost-benefit test
and be approved, which could further reduce emissions in the sector.

The Ontario Energy Board also significantly increased the recommended maximum annual budget
for natural gas utility DSM spending to $135 million, more than double the $65 million approved
for 2014.88 It remains to be seen whether the gas utilities will spend their maximum budgets in
order to pursue as much conservation as possible.

Y These budgets are capped to discourage any potential upward pressure on gas rates.

Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015 25



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 3, Page 28 of 52

3.5 Electricity

The electricity sector’s contribution to Ontario’s
GHG emissions continues to decline. In 2013,
it represented 10.9 Mt or just 6 per cent of
Ontario’s total GHGs. Emissions from the sector
peaked in 2000, but have fallen significantly
since 2007 due to the closure or conversion
of Ontario’s coal-fired power plants.®* The last
coalfired power plant, operated by Ontario
Power Generation, stopped burning coal in
April 2014. The bulk of the remaining GHG
emissions from the power sector come from
the 29 natural gas-fired power plants located
across the province.®®

Under the 2013 Long-Term Energy Plan, Ontario

is expected to refurbish four nuclear units at
Darlington generating station and six units at Bruce generating station between 2016 and 2031.
Natural gas-fired power plants will fill some of the gap, which may increase the sector’s emissions.
The Independent Electricity System Operator Vi projects an increase of about 1,040 MW in natural
gas-fired generation capacity from 2016 to 2017 due to diminished nuclear supply.®® After 2017,
natural gas-fired supply is projected to stay constant. The rest of the supply gap is to be partially
met by increases in low-carbon, non-hydro renewables (e.g., wind, solar) between 2017 and 2020
and through energy conservation after 2020. However, it is expected that additional energy
resources will also be needed after 2020. These resources are classified as “Planned Flexibility,”
meaning that the government has not yet determined what type of energy source (or combination
of sources) will be used.

Ontario is producing an ever-increasing share of its electricity from renewable energy sources
such as wind and solar power.8” As of Ferbruary 2015, there were 2,543 MW of installed wind
capacity on the transmission grid — about 7.4 per cent of total system capacity.®® By September
2016 a total of 280 MW of solar generation projects will be connected to the transmission grid.&®
This will complement approximately 2,500 MW of “embedded” solar and wind facilities — those
connected to and located within the service areas of local distribution companies — that were in operation
by May 2015.%° By 2020, nearly 10,700 MW of non-hydro renewables will represent about 26
percent of total grid capacity.®* Further, the government’s Long-Term Energy Plan has indicated that
renewable generation targets will be reviewed annually as part the Ontario Energy Report.

Vi As a result of a government decision in 2014, the Ontario Power Authority and the Independent Electricity System Operator were
merged into one agency, effective January 1, 2015, named the Independent Electricity System Operator, which will assume the
functions of the two agencies.
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Critics maintain that due to the intermittency of wind and solar power, there will always be a
need for back-up generation, primarily provided by natural gas-fired plants (when the wind isn’t
blowing or the sun isn’t shining). However, rapid developments in the field of energy storage are
now challenging this assumption. In addition to advancements in battery technology being made
outside of Ontario, there are many small demonstration projects in Ontario using a variety of
technologies (e.g., compressed air, batteries and flywheels)®2%3 that will allow stored energy to be
integrated into Ontario’s grid. In 2014, the Minister of Energy directed the Independent Electricity
System Operator to procure 50 MW of storage. So far, it has procured 33 MW with the remainder
to be contracted in 2015. Additional government investment in smart grid technologies such as
grid automation through its smart grid fund will also enable the integration of more renewable
energy into the grid.

Many older natural-gas fired electricity generating stations currently operate under contracts that
pay them for producing power around the clock, whether the energy is needed or not. These stations
are known as non-utility generators (NUGs). Most NUG contracts will be up for renewal in the coming
years. This presents a GHG emissions reduction opportunity, as under the new contracting frame-
work, these plants should operate less frequently.®* However, it is difficult to confirm that this will
be the case, as NUG contracts renewed to date have not been made public. The province appears
to be reviewing its approach to NUG contract renewal. In late 2014, the Minister of Energy instructed
the Independent Electricity System Operator to assess the framework for NUG contracting in
Ontario, temporarily freezing procurement.®®
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3.6 Agriculture

Ontario’s agricultural sector’'s GHG emissions
have been steady at between 9.9-11 Mt since
1990.%¢ Emissions in this sector largely result
from fertilizer and manure use (55 per cent),
methane from livestock (29 per cent) and manure
management (16 per cent).*” In Ontario’s Climate
Change Update 2014, the MOECC stated that
the agricultural and waste sectors will only
contribute 1.8 Mt (or 4 per cent) of Ontario’s
emissions reductions by 2020.

Ontario’s Climate Change Update 2014 mentions
few concrete policies that could reduce the
sector’s emissions other than on-farm biogas
facilities (which will contribute a reduction of
only 11 kilotonnes in 2020) and tillage practices.*®
However, there are encouraging signs that the Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural
Affairs is attuned to the need to promote and support a more comprehensive approach to soil
management as a means to reduce GHG emissions in the sector (among other benefits). The Ontario
government’s Climate Change Update 2014 mentions that the sector plays a critical role in the
carbon cycle.®® Improving soil health (e.g., through minimizing tillage, encouraging cover crops and
crop rotations, and regularly applying compost to fields) can reduce the need for fertilizer, thus
minimizing nitrous oxide (N,0) emissions, and enable soil to sequester more carbon.%®
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3.7 Waste

Emissions in the waste sector have been steadily increasing since 1990, but fell slightly in
2013.%*%* Most (92 per cent) of Ontario’s 9 Mt of GHG emissions from this sector arise from
methane generated in landfill sites, primarily caused by the anaerobic decomposition of organic
waste.1%2 The effects of methane emissions can be reduced by capturing methane and either
flaring or burning it to generate electricity. Preferably, methane emissions can be avoided by
decreasing or eliminating organics in landfill sites.

In 2008, Ontario implemented regulations requiring large landfills to capture and destroy generated
methane (0. Reg. 216/08 and O. Reg. 217/08). However, there have been no new waste policies
introduced during the period covered by this report that are aimed at further reducing the sector’s
GHG emissions. As the ECO has noted in previous reports, reducing (or banning altogether) organics
from landfill sites would result in significant emissions reductions in the waste sector.

Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015 29



Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 3, Page 32 of 52

ECO Comment

The science is clear and beyond dispute: human-caused climate change is already affecting
Ontario. Profound changes in our economy and way of life are essential, and the provincial government
has a clear leadership role to play in enabling and promoting these changes. The province must
create a policy environment that will steadily reduce the carbon footprint of our economy and
lifestyles. The costs of climate inaction are material, while the potential economic opportunities
from transitioning to a low-carbon economy are substantial.

Ontario has made noteworthy strides in climate change policy since 2007, particularly by closing
its coalfired power plants and thus decarbonizing its electricity sector to a large degree. Unfortunately,
this bold action was followed by a period of relative inaction. As a result, under the current suite
of policy initiatives, Ontario will not meet its 2020 GHG emissions reduction target; nor will it
ensure the province is prepared to manage climate change risks.

Encouragingly, the government has recently recognized the urgent need to act, and has signalled
its intention to introduce policies that could put Ontario on a path to meeting its 2020 (and
beyond) GHG targets. Over the past year, the government made several policy announcements for
the transportation, building, electricity and industrial sectors that should result in GHG reductions
over time. These are promising signs, but far more aggressive policies are still needed across all
sectors to close the 2020 emissions gap. The government’s level of ambition on climate change is
encouraging, but the short time period between the likely introduction of new (or enhancement of
existing) GHG reduction policies and the year 2020 make achieving the target extremely challenging.

In our 2014 Greenhouse Gas Annual Progress Report, the ECO recommended policy approaches
with the potential to achieve substantial GHG emissions reductions in the transportation sector.
These recommendations remain relevant and include: more transit-friendly urban planning;
increased investments in public transit; and better efforts to encourage the use of low carbon
fuels, and energy efficient and alternative energy vehicles.

30 Greenhouse Gas Progress Report 2015




Ontario Energy Board Generic Community Expansion, Filed: 2016-04-22, EB-2016-0004, Exhibit S3.EGDI.ED.9, Attachment 3, Page 33 of 52

In the buildings sector, the ECO believes that this year’s developments at the Ontario Energy
Board should result in a greater number of natural gas conservation programs, and will hopefully
reduce the building sector’s carbon footprint.

In the electricity sector, the ECO is encouraged by the longerterm move away from fossil-fuel
based electricity sources and the potential for improved electricity storage technologies. The public
interest would benefit from full transparency of all energy procurement contracts, particularly with
regards to non-utility owned natural gas plants, whose production contracts are not tied to the
province’s actual energy needs.

For industrial emitters, the introduction of a cap-and-trade program would mark a huge change
in the government’s approach to reducing emissions in this sector. If designed well, there is the
potential for significant emissions reductions.

In the agricultural sector, policies that support healthy soils (which sequester more carbon)
should be considered. Phasing out organics from landfill sites would help reduce emissions in
the waste sector.

Finally, to more transparently connect projected GHG emissions reductions to specific government
initiatives, the ECO recommends that the MOECC provide estimated breakdowns of GHG emissions
reduction projections for each initiative, and for each sector.

Beyond the fanfare of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change conference
in Paris in December 2015, the hard work of implementing more stringent GHG reduction policies
will begin. With this in mind, the ECO looks forward to tracking the province’s future progress in
reducing its GHG emissions.
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Appendix 1 -
IPCC’s New Science:
A Call to Mitigate and Adapt

Last year's ECO Annual GHG Report highlighted the pivotal climate change science released by
Working Group | of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC); specifically, the IPCC’s
finding — with 95 per cent confidence — that human activities have been the dominant cause of
climate warming since the 1950s.

Since the ECO’s last progress report, the IPCC’s Working Groups Il and Ill released their respective
findings focused on climate change impacts, adaptation and vulnerability, and on mitigation.
The IPCC also released a Synthesis Report (SYR) summarizing the work of all three working
groups. Together, these reports identify a wide range of future climate change risks and call
upon all levels of governments to:

1) take mitigating actions now, to ensure maximum efficiency, limit costs and minimize risks
of abrupt and irreversible climate change impacts; and

2) take adapting actions now, to limit the negative effects of those climate change impacts,
which are unavoidable even in the best-case emissions reduction scenarios, to minimize
cost and maximize resiliency of people and ecosystems.

The IPCC’s findings are particularly relevant to Ontario, as subnational governments play a key
role in both adaptation and mitigation efforts.*%* Accordingly, this section will provide an overview
of the IPCC’s most recent findings regarding mitigation and adaption measures as set out in the
Synthesis Report.

The IPCC outlines various climate change impacts that have occurred on people and ecosystems.
Each observed impact is provided with its associated certainty rating that expresses the likelihood
or confidence level that it is related to climate change; these impacts include:

- a decrease in cold temperature extremes and an increase in warm temperature extremes,
increased heat waves in some regions (likely), causing increased heat-related mortality
(medium confidence);

« increased frequency and intensity of heavy precipitation events in North America and Europe
(medium confidence);

- changing precipitation patterns and melting snow and ice, affecting the quantity and quality
of water resources in some regions (medium confidence);

- shifted geographic ranges, abundances and interactions of many species (high confidence);
and

- an overall decrease in crop yields (high confidence).1%®
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The IPCC uses the term “hazard” broadly to mean the potential occurrence of many effects,
including: climate-related physical events or trends or their physical impacts that may cause loss
of life, injury, or other health impacts, damage and loss to property, infrastructure, livelihoods,
service provision, as well as degradation of ecosystems, and environmental resources.'®® As a
result of the unavoidable increase in temperature throughout this century, the IPCC predicts the
following climate-related hazards:

- Heat waves will occur more often and last longer (very likely);

- Fewer cold temperature extremes and more frequent hot temperature extremes
will occur (virtually certain);

- Extreme precipitation events will become more intense and frequent in many
regions (very likely);

- Arctic sea ice will continue to recede;

- The ocean will experience increased acidification;

- Glacier volume, with few exceptions, will decrease by at least 15 per cent
(medium confidence); and

- The ocean will continue to warm and the mean sea level rise (very likely).*°"

Climate change risks result from the interaction of climate related hazards (events and trends)
with the vulnerability and exposure of human and natural systems, including their ability to
adapt.1%® The climate change hazards set out above are predicted to result in the following risks,
among many others:

+ Extinctions of a large fraction of species (high confidence);

- Threats to global food security in a business-as-usual emissions scenario, combined with
increasing food demand (high confidence); and

- Major impacts on water supply, food security, infrastructure, and agricultural incomes for
those in rural areas.

More generally, in urban areas, heat stress, storms, extreme precipitation, flooding, landslides,
air pollution, and water scarcity will increase risks to people, assets, economies and ecosystems
(very high confidence) — especially for people lacking essential infrastructure and services.*®

The risk of irreversible and abrupt changes in the climate system increase as the magnitude

of warming increases.*'° Without additional mitigation efforts — under the business-as-usual
scenario — most models predict warming is more likely than not to exceed 4°Celsius (C) above
pre-industrial levels by 2100.11* The above-noted risks will be exacerbated in such a scenario.!!2

In response to these predicted climate change risks, the IPCC outlines a variety of complementary
mitigation and adaptation opportunities aimed at avoiding the most significant negative impacts
on humans, animals, and the built and natural environment.*3
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The IPCC uses several emissions'ii scenarios to model future climate change risks based on
differing degrees of mitigation. Even its most aggressive emissions mitigation scenario involves
increased warming until 2100 relative to the present temperature due to concentrations of green-
house gases (GHG) already in the atmosphere.*** The amount of global warming for the latter half
of this century will depend greatly on the extent to which emissions have been mitigated (i.e.,
aggressive versus business-as-usual) in the first half of this century.*'® (see Figure 1).
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Figure 1: Global average surface temperature change from 2006 to 2100 as determined by
multi-model simulations. All changes are relative to 1986-2005. A measure of uncertainty
(shading) is shown for the best-case mitigating scenario (blue) and the worst-case (i.e., busi-
ness-as-usual) (red). The number of models used to calculate the mean is indicated. (Source:
IPCC, Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report of the Fifth Assessment Report, 2014, Fig. 2.1(b))

The IPCC believes that the mitigation efforts listed in the box on the right, undertaken now and
within the next few decades, can significantly reduce exposure to climate change risks within
this century.

Limiting warming to a less than 2°C increase over pre-industrial levels (generally considered the
tipping point for severe and irreversible climate change risks)**® will require substantial emissions
reductions over the next few decades and near-zero emissions of GHGs by the end of the century.**’
The sooner mitigation actions are taken, the better the odds for effective adaptation, and the lower
the costs and challenges of mitigation in the longer term.*® For example, delaying mitigation
activities, even to 2030, would require substantially higher rates of emissions reductions, a more
abrupt shift from high-carbon to low-carbon energy use, more reliance on carbon dioxide removal
technologies, and a higher rate of spending.'*®

Vit The IPCC’s AR5 provides climate projections based on “scenarios that include time series of emissions and concentrations of the full suite

of greenhouse gases, aerosols, chemically active gases, as well as land use/land cover,” the AR5 refers to these scenarios as representative
concentration pathways (RCPs), namely: RCP 2.6, RCP 4.5, RCP 6, and RCP 8.5. These four scenarios range from business-as-usual (RCP 8.5), in
which emissions continue increasing over time, to RCP 2.6 in which emissions are reduced substantially over time. (IPCC, report, Climate Change
2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group | to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
[Stocker, T.F, et al. (eds.)] Glossary, p.1461, 2013.)
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Examples of IPCC Suggested Mitigation Policies and Measures

(Certainty notations relate to the likelihood that the policy or measure would have a GHG mitigating effect)

Cross-sectoral
-+ Reducing subsidies for GHG-related activities (high confidence).
- Putting a price on carbon, either by use of strict caps that have a restraining effect or taxes
that have restraining and substitution effects, if imposed alongside other complementary
policies (high confidence).

Electricity Supply
- Decarbonizing electricity generation (medium evidence, high agreement), by way of:
o renewable energy subsidies (high confidence); and
o supporting technology development, diffusion and transfer (high confidence).

Energy Demand
- Efficiency enhancements and behavioural changes (robust evidence, high agreement), by way of
energy efficiency regulations and labelling (medium evidence, medium agreement).

Forestry
- Afforestation, sustainable forest management and reduced deforestation (medium evidence,
high agreement).

Agriculture
- Cropland and grazing land management, and restoration of organic soil (medium evidence, high
agreemet).

The IPCC observed that mitigation policies are more cost-effective if they integrate multiple
approaches across various sectors, such as: reducing energy demand and the GHG intensity of
key sectors like transport, industry, and buildings; decarbonizing the energy supply; and increasing
carbon sequestration opportunities.*?*
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Adaptation Strategies Proposed by the IPCC

The IPCC report states with high confidence that adaptation measures can help secure populations,
assets, and ecosystem goods against the climate change risks outlined above; however, the IPCC
notes that there are limits to their effectiveness, particularly in the face of unmitigated climate
change.?? The IPCC recommends a range of adaptation measures; see box.

Examples of IPCC Suggested Adaptation Policies and Measures 123

+ Hazard and vulnerability mapping (e.g., flood plain mapping).

- Storm and wastewater disaster risk management and structural and physical improvements.
+ Transport and road infrastructure improvements.

- Ecosystem management (e.g., maintaining wetlands, watershed, and urban green spaces).
+ Power plant and electricity grid adjustments.

- Ecological restoration (e.g., soil conservation, reforestation, and afforestation).

- Green infrastructure development (e.g., shade trees, green roofs).

- Sustainable fisheries management (e.g., control overfishing and fisheries co-management).
+ Assisted species migration and dispersal (e.g., ecologjcal corridors).

- Financial incentives (e.g., payment for ecosystem services).

+ Disaster planning and preparedness.

+ Education (including sharing indigenous, traditional, and local knowledge, and knowledge sharing
and learning platforms).

Adaptation policies need to address current vulnerability and exposure to climate change risks,
while also incorporating a longerterm perspective.*?* The IPCC outlines several methods for improving
adaptation planning and implementation, including the need for research and monitoring of adaptation
effectiveness, co-ordinated and complementary actions across all levels of government, and public
education about climate change risks.*?®
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Appendix 2 -
Climate Trends and
Projections for Ontario

Climate data and projections drive climate change mitigation and adaptation policy. Climate
science is continuously evolving and there is a large body of scientific research on the subject
(even in Ontario), making it difficult for Ontarians to critically assess all the available science.

At the international scale, the IPCC plays a critical role in providing authoritative climate science
(although it does not endorse any specific projections), including some regjonal climate information.
There is no comparable authoritative scientific body that vets and synthesizes Ontario-specific
climate science. It is not the ECO’s role to assess and aggregate all climate science applicable to
Ontario. However, given the importance of using available climate science to make decisions, this
section presents an illustrative range of climate projections that have been made for Ontario, as
well as past observations that showcase how Ontario’s climate is changing.

In the absence of an IPCC-like body for Ontario, the ECO reviewed federal and provincial climate
change reports that have taken on the task of critically analyzing and synthesizing the best available
information.* Much of the government’s regional-specific climate data and analysis, however, is
already several years old (in many cases from 2008 or earlier), pointing to a clear need for more
current Ontario-specific data. In addition, in assessing the various projections, it is important to
understand the nuances of climate modelling that can lead to widely ranging projections. Different
researchers use different base climate models, incorporate different parameters (or integrate
them into the model in different ways), use different techniques to downscale the data to a more
local level (or don’t downscale at all), and so on.

It is important to note that climate projections vary based on the climate model and emissions
scenario used. For further information about the climate projections summarized in this Appendix,
please see the original sources listed in the endnotes.

Over the past few decades, Ontario’s climate has exhibited a marked increase in temperature
that has outpaced the global average. While the global average temperature has increased by
0.85 degrees Celsius (°C) since 1880*%, according to recent research out of York University,
Ontario’s summer and winter temperatures rose by an average of 1.0°C and 2.2°C, respectively,
between 1900 and 2012.*?" Correspondingly, the number of frost days per year in Ontario decreased
by 18 days between 1979 and 2009.1?8 Natural Resources Canada (NRCAN) research from 2008
found that northern Ontario generally has experienced a higher rate of warming than southern
Ontario; findings that were supported by recent downscaled climate projections under the IPCC’s
AR5 scenarios (see Appendix 1) by York University’s Laboratory of Mathematical Parallel Systems
(LAMPS) in 2014129130

Ontario’s annual average temperatures are expected to continue climbing. In fact, warming in
Ontario is predicted to continue along the historic trend to outpace global increases; for example,
the IPCC estimates that warming near the Great Lakes is projected to be about 50 per cent

x Appendix 2 summarizes the scientific findings featured in reputable reports, such as the most recent reports from the IPCC, Ontario’s (then)
Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR), Natural Resources Canada (NRCAN) and the National Round Table on the Environment and the Economy
(NRTEE). It is important to note that much of this government-endorsed or mandated regional-specific climate research needs to be updated.
More recently, the MOECC funded (but does not endorse) Ontario-specific climate change science via grants to several academic institutions,
including the University of Toronto. The ministry also funded interactive public climate data portals produced by the University of Regina (Ontario
Climate Change Data Portal) with climate data and projections provided at a resolution of 25 km?, and a at a resolution of 45 km? by York Univer-
sity’s LAMPS laboratory, each based on different climate models.
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greater than that of the global mean warming. Moreover, northern Ontario is forecast to continue
warming faster than southern Ontario, especially with regard to winter temperatures (See Table
1). The trends are consistent across most climate research. For example, ongoing research from
the University of Toronto (partially funded by the MOECC) that focuses on capturing the impact

of the Great Lakes on Ontario’s climate found that Southern Ontario would experience 2-3°C of
average annual warming in 2050-2060 compared to 1979-2001, whereas northern Ontario would
experience 3-4°C.132

Table 1: Summary of MNR, NRCAN and NRTEE Climate Projections for Ontario.*33

Changes in Temperature

Southern Ontario Northern Ontario

Summer | - Southern Ontario is expected
to increase by 2-4°C by
2050, and by 4-5°C by 2071

+ Southwestern Ontario is
expected to increase by 5-

6°C by 2071.

+ Northern Ontario is expected

to increase by 2-4°C by 2071.

Winter - Southern Ontario is expected

to increase by 2-5°C by 2050.

Changes in Precipitation and Flooding

+ Southern and central Ontario
are expected to receive
anywhere from 10 per cent
more to 10 per cent less
summer precipitation by
2050, depending on the region.

+ Southern Ontario flooding is
expected to increase by 10-35
per cent by 2046-2065, and
by 35-50 per cent by
2081-2100.

- Northern Ontario is expected to

increase by 2-7°C by 2050.

+ The Hudson Bay area is expected to

increase by 9-10°C by 2071.

- The northwestern section of Ontario’s

Far North is expected to increase
by 8-9°C by 2100.

- Overall, northern Ontario is expected

to receive 10-20 per cent more
precipitation between spring and fall,
and 10-40 per cent more

winter precipitation.

- But, parts of northwestern Ontario

are expected to receive anywhere
from 10 per cent less to 20 per cent
more summer and winter precipitation.*3

Changes in Freezing Rain Events

- Total number of freezing rain days between December and February are expected
to increase by 35-100 per cent by 2046-2065, and by 35-155 per cent by 2081-

2100. This trend will be exacerbated farther north.

+ Toronto and Windsor are
expected to experience
35-55 per cent more

+ Kenora, Thunder Bay and Timmins are

expected to experience 70-100 per cent
more freezing rain days by 2045-2065.

freezing rain days by
2045-2065.
Changes in Water Surface Temperature

- Great Lakes surface temperatures are expected to continue the current warming
trend, increasing by an additional 2.5-4.4°C by 2100.
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Along with rising air temperatures, water temperatures are warming as well. The National Round
Table on the Environment and the Economy (NRTEE) reported in 2010 that between 1968 and
2002, Lake Huron warmed by 2.9°C, Lake Ontario warmed by 1.6°C, Lake Erie warmed by 0.9°C
and since 1980, Lake Superior warmed by 2.5°C.*%° Great Lakes surface temperatures are
expected to increase by an additional 2.5-4.4°C by the end of the century, according to a 2008
MNR report.**¢ Similar warming trends were observed by a MNR study in 2007 for the lakes
further north.*%”

Rising temperatures also affect the amount and timing of precipitation. Changes in rain and
snowfall patterns are already evident in much of Ontario. For example, between 1990 and 2008
annual precipitation had already increased between 5-35 per cent in some parts of southern
Canada.**® However, precipitation patterns are regionally variable; recent data out of York University
indicates that there has been a greater increase in both summer and winter precipitation with
spatial variations from region to region; southern and central Ontario has experienced more
increased winter precipitation than northern Ontario, while summer rainfall has increased more
in northwestern and central Ontario than in other regions.**

Although total annual precipitation is projected to increase for the province overall, regional and
seasonal variations are predicted to continue. For example, a 2008 Ministry of Natural Resources
(MNR) study and a 2007 NRCAN study conclude that parts of southwestern Ontario could experience
reduced summer and fall precipitation,**® and the same MNR study suggests that certain areas of
northwestern Ontario may also receive less summer and winter precipitation (see Table 1).24*

Increases in precipitation do not necessarily occur smoothly — a changing climate is also a
volatile one. The 2008 MNR study referenced above also states that precipitation will often come
in the form of more frequent and intense storms,**? something that the province has already
begun to experience (see Chapter 4 of the ECO’s 2014 GHG Annual Report). This trend will only
strengthen; in 2014 an NRCAN study concluded that flooding due to storms is expected to increase
in southern Ontario anywhere from 10-50 per cent by the end of the century (see Table 1).1*® This
same study projected that extreme weather will extend into the winter season as well; more freez-
ing rain days are expected province wide, with parts of northern Ontario experiencing the greatest
increase (see Table 1).'4

A warming climate will also affect ice cover and permafrost (ground that is frozen at or below
0°C for at least two consecutive years). According to a 2012 MNR study, warmer air and water
temperatures mean that Ontario’s lakes will be covered in ice for shorter periods and that ice
thickness will decrease.*® A 2014 NRCAN study projected that the warming climate is expected
to melt and degrade permafrost across Canada, including in Ontario’s Far North.%#¢ In turn,
warming of Ontario’s Far North, an ecosystem with some of the highest soil carbon densities
in the world, is predicted to substantially alter the area’s carbon storage capacity.**’
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Ontario’s biodiversity is under enormous pressure from a variety of threats, including pollution,
fragmentation and loss of habitat, invasive species and unsustainable harvesting of species.
Climate change presents another major threat to species and ecosystems, both in and of itself,
and in its potential to compound or catalyze other existing pressures.

Rising air and water temperatures, along with changes to rain and snow patterns, will reshape
the ecology of the province. Some native plants and animals will be able to move with or adapt to
these changing conditions, others will not. The ranges of other species — not previously found in
Ontario — will expand into our province.

The effects of climate change — including increasing air and water temperatures, decreasing ice
cover, and changes in precipitation — will alter Ontario’s aquatic ecosystems. The then MNR noted
that the effects of climate change will affect fish distribution, growth, reproduction, and survival.
Rising water temperatures may cause a substantial decline in the productivity of some cold-water
species (such as lake trout and brook trout), while many warm-water fish are projected to benefit
from rising temperatures. For example, the habitats of smallmouth bass and walleye are expected
to expand in northern Ontario;**® this northward expansion of some fish species, however, can in
turn disrupt other existing cold-water fish populations.4°

These changes to Ontario’s ecology will have profound repercussions. Indeed, Ontario’s
Biodiversity Council warned that climate change has the potential to dramatically alter our
province’s natural environment. According to this council, the potential effects of climate
change on biodiversity include:*%°

- Changes in species’ distributions (e.g., scientists have already observed northward shifts in
some species’ ranges);

- Changes in the timing of events, like the flowering of plants and the breeding and migration
of animals; and

- Changes in the interactions between species that interrelate and/or depend on each other
for survival (i.e., predators and prey; insects and host plants; parasites and host insects;
and insect pollinators and flowering plants), for example, the timing of important events in
the species’ respective life cycles can become out-of-sync.
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Ontario’s Biodiversity Council’s 2010 State of Ontario’s Biodiversity report contains specific indicators
related to climate change that show worsening trends, including those related to ice coverage of all
the Great Lakes in recent decades as well as reduced survival rates for the province’s polar bears.*5*

The Ontario government’s Far North Science Advisory Panel echoed many of these concerns
about the current and future impacts of climate change for northern Ontario.**? From the loss of
peatlands, to melting of permafrost, to species’ shifts in the boreal forest, the ecological effects
of warming temperatures will cause sweeping environmental changes.

In southern Ontario, scientific experts appointed by the government have also warned about the
ecological impacts of climate change. For example, the Lake Simcoe Science Committee identified
that climate change has already had measurable effects on that watershed for which action is
required now. These experts outlined the scope of impacts including on water quality, water
quantity, water use, species composition, terrestrial habitat quality, the occurrence and abundance
of native and invasive species, fish spawning times and production, fishing opportunities, stream
flow, and plant and animal diseases.®®* The binational International Joint Commission has
reported similar concerns affecting all parts of the Great Lakes®* and the Ontario’s government’s
Expert Panel on Climate Change Adaptation also raised profound concerns about these types of
ecological impacts.1%®
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Learn more about Ontario’s efforts to address climate change by visiting:

Ontario.ca/climatechange


http://www.ontario.ca/page/climate-change
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Plus Attachment

ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #10

Reference: Page 33

(a) Please provide a copy of the natural gas price forecast figures used to calculate
the net present value (“NPV”) of anticipated customer fuel savings.

(b) Please provide a copy of the natural gas price forecast figures used to calculate
the Total Resource Cost in Enbridge’s EB-2015-0029/EB-2015-0049.

(c) If the figures in response to (a) are lower than the figures in response to (b),
please (i) recalculate NPV figures on page 33 of Enbridge’s evidence and (ii)
recalculate the benefit-cost ratio calculated in response to interrogatory # 3
above based on the natural gas price forecast figures in (b) above.

RESPONSE

(a) Please see the Company’s response to CCC Interrogatory #8 at
Exhibit S3.EGDI.CCC.8.

(b) With respect to the natural gas price forecast figures used to calculate the Total
Resource Cost in Enbridge’s EB-2015-0029/EB-2015-0049 please see
EB-2015-0049, Exhibit . T9.EGDI.GEC.44 which is attached to this response for
ease of reference.

(c) The Company declines to recalculate NPV figures and the benefit-cost ratio
provided in its evidence as this treatment would be inconsistent with the provisions
of EBO 188 which requires all revenue calculations for the purpose of feasibility
testing to be based on the Company’s at the time current rates. (reference:
Appendix B, Ontario Energy Board Guidelines for assessing and reporting on
Natural Gas System Expansion in Ontario/ line #286).
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GEC INTERROGATORY #44
INTERROGATORY
Topic 9 — Avoided Costs
Ref: Exh. B/T2/S3
a. Please provide all forecasts of gas commaodity prices at hubs relevant to the

pricing of EGDI's marginal gas sources produced since January 2014 and in the
possession of EGDI.

b. For each pricing point for which EGDI has access to futures or forward prices,
please provide the most recent futures or forward prices for natural gas
available to EGDI for each exchange or broker for which EGDI has such data.

C. Please provide the most recent futures or forward prices for natural gas basis
from major trading points to trading hubs relevant to EGDI, for each exchange
or broker for which EGDI has such futures or forward prices.

RESPONSE

a. Enbridge obtains its commodity price forecasts under a contract with the
PIRA Energy Group. This Contract does not allow the Company to publicly
disclose the forecasts as requested absent there being an order from the
Board requiring the information to be treated confidentially and not disclosed
publicly. The Company is therefore not at liberty to provide the information
requested. As noted in evidence, given that its avoided costs are in the
process of being updated with the intent of filing an update with the Board in
Q4 of 2015, the Company questions the appropriateness and relevance of
making a formal request for confidential treatment of the PIRA commodity
price forecasts at the various hubs for the purposes of this proceeding.

b. Please note that these futures curves are not a function of the avoided gas cost
calculation that Enbridge uses for the purposes of cost effectiveness screening of its
DSM offers. However in an effort to accommodate this request Enbridge has
supplied the requested information.

The table below contains natural gas forward curves for the Empress, Dawn,
Chicago, Henry Hub/NYMEX, and Niagara pricing points based on a collection of
actual market trades from independent third party companies such as NGX and
Kiodex. Each curve is the annual average of the average monthly price for the 21

Witnesses: S. Mills
S. Moffat
F. Oliver-Glasford
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Page 2 of 2

most recent daily closing prices for market close: May 29, 2015. A 21 day average
is provided as this is consistent with the manner in which the Company calculates
commodity prices for the purpose of determining gas costs pursuant to the
Quarterly Rate Adjustment Mechanism (“QRAM”) methodology.

Five years of forward curves are provided because Kiodex and NGX report five
years of forward curves data to the Company. For forward curves beyond 2020, the
forward curves will require interpolation.

Natural Gas Forward Curves
Market Close: May 29, 2015
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2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Henry Hub 140.09 146.56 149.69 153.54 157.74
Dawn 146.79 151.65 152.10 154.70 153.56
——Chicago 140.25 144.47 145.88 148.32 151.64
——— Empress 116.61 122.23 130.40 135.06 140.69
—— Niagara 129.59 134.48 134.72 137.45 136.28
Year/Price

c. Aforecast of natural gas basis can be calculated utilizing the forward pricing curve
data provided in the response above.

Witnesses: S. Mills
S. Moffat
F. Oliver-Glasford
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ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. (ENBRIDGE)
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES OF ED

INTERROGATORY #11

Reference: Page 33

(a) Has Enbridge compared the stage 2 benefits that would flow from a dollar of
spending on the community expansion projects it is considering and:
a. The stage 2 benefits that would flow from a dollar of DSM spending; and
b. The stage 2 benefits that would flow from a dollar of spending on renewable
energy spending, such as investment in heat pumps?

If yes, please provide the comparison.
(b) Has Enbridge compared the stage 3 benefits that would flow from a dollar of
spending on the community expansion projects it is considering and:
a. The stage 3 benefits that would flow from a dollar of DSM spending; and
b. The stage 3 benefits that would flow from a dollar of spending on renewable
energy spending, such as investment in heat pumps?

If yes, please provide the comparison.

RESPONSE
(&) No.

(b) No.
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