
~ogier, Rubi~~csffi LLB'

TC~ C~~:~,.r~ (~c~r~~~ i ~::F:,_

t: 4 ~ F~.~364.'~'70() f: u I 6.~~~; I .r?t3`:>:,,

f~,~lcr Y;.~.'.c>r~

Reply To: 'Thomas Brett
Direct Dial: 416.947.8861

December 7, 2017 E-mail: tbrett@foglers.co~r~
Our File No. 168193

VIA RESS, EMAIL AND COURIER

Ontario k~nergy Board
2300 Yonge Street
27th Floor
Toronto, Ontario
M4P 1 l4

Attention: Kirsten Walli,
Board Secretary

Dear Ms. Walli:

Ile: Cap and Trade Compliance flans (Combined Proceeding): Enbridge Gas
Distribution Inc. (E13-2016-0300), Union Gas Limited (EI3-2016-0296) and
EPCOR (l:B-2016-0330)

I30MA is writing to support its cost claim., in light of Union's objection. I30MA filed lengthy,
coi~~prehensivc, and. well-reasoned arguments on both of Union's and LGD's compliance plans,
and their respective rate impacts.

Moreover, in order to understand and properly address the companies' Cap and 'I,rade
Compliance S~.ibmissions, it was necessary to review the recently enacted. cap and trade
Iegis~lation aid regulations, and the Ontario Government's policy fi•amework and supporting
documentation, all of which were complicated, lengthy documents. In order to clarify the
evidence, 130MA fou»d it necessary to ask many interrogatories; 47 of~ Union, and 46 of IUD.
"I,he fact that much of the evidence was available to only the Board and its staff made the task of
discovery and analysis more difficult and time consuming. In order to get enough information to
form a coherent view off' what the utilities proposed to do, and. what the implications would b~ for
ratepayers, it was necessary to do a great deal of interpretation, extrapolation, and analysis of the
little ~~ublic iirformation that was made available to interveizors.

Given the fact that ~~11e proposed link with California was imminent, and that Ontario price
forecasts were derived from California price lorecasts9 BOMB also analysed the current
California regime and the proposed changes to that regime, to determine the likely impact nn.
Ontario's plan. BOMA filed a California legislation and policy addendum to its sLibmissioXls.
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In addition., BOMA:
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• addressed a comprehensive analysis on the "prudency issue", given the nuances in the
utilities' proposals on the prudency topic;

• explained and made a comprehensive analysis of the importance of enhanced DS1VI to the
success of the utilities' cap and trade initiatives, and how those enhancements should be
made

• conducted a thorough assessment of the resources, pez~sonnel and otherwise, that the
utilities were requesting to formulate and execute their compliance plans;

• offered support for some of ~GD's future investment ideas, and proposals for annual
reports;

• presented the need for additional transparency in future cases;

• made suggestions to the Board for enhancements to the utilities' future submissions.

If the Board does decide to re-examine I30MA`s cost claim, BOMB requests they begin by re-
reading BOM~'s argl~ments.

I30Mf1. respectfully suggests that the magnitude of the eFfort made, and the duality of its analysis
and recommendations support the cost claim.

Yours truly,

FOGLEI2, l~i7BINOFF LLP

Ì'ho~nas Bret
rl 13/dd
cc: Kristi Sebalj, OEB (via ef~~aiX)

Vanessa Innis, Union (via e»~uil)
Crawford Smith, Torys (vier e~~ail)
Andrew Mandyam, EGD (via email)
Dennis O'Leary, Aird & I3erlis (via email)
Brian Lippold, NRG (vzcz er~~azl)
Richard J. King, Os(ers (via entail)
Marion Fraser, Fraser & Co»~pany (vza er~~ail.)
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