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January 10, 2018

VIA RESS, EMAIL AND COURIER

Ontario Energy Board
2300 Yonge Street
27th Floor
Toronto, Ontario
M4P 1 E4

Attention: Kirsten Walli,
Board Secretary

Dear Ms. Walli:

Fogler, Rubinoff LLP
l.~~wy~rs

77 Kinb Street West
Suite 3400, PU Box 95

7D Centre North Tower
l oronto, CAN M5K I G8

t: ~# I E,.864.9700 (f: 4 16.44 I .x$52
foglers.com

Reply To: Thomas Brett
Direct Dial: 416.941.8861
E-mail: tbrett@foglers.com
Our File Nos. 176642/176655/177169

Re: EB-2017-0224/0255/0275: Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc., Union Gas Limited,
EPCOR Natural Gas Limited Partnership, Applications for Approval of the Cost
Consequences of 2018 Cap and Trade Compliance Plans

Pursuant to Procedural Order No. 1 dated December 28, 2017, please find enclosed herewith
BOMA's Interrogatories on Issue 1.10.1 in the Draft Issues List for Enbridge and Union.

BOMA has no comments on the Draft Issues List.

BOMA is also supportive of the request of Environmental Defence and the Green Energy
Coalition to file expert evidence by Chris Neme as described in Mr. Elson's letter of today's date.

Yours sincerely,

FOGLER, RUB~OFF LLP
~,,.~ f r~

"" V

Thomas Brett
TB/dd
Encls.
cc: All Parties (via email)
I:~F1Frascr & Compvry_FI588\176642_BOMA - EB-2017-0224_ Enbridgc Gas Distri~DocumentsU.-Walli (IRs).docx
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Interrogatories of BOMA to Union Gas Limited

1. Ref EB-2017-0255, Exhibit 3, Tab 4, Page 9 of 60
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Stage 1; ln~c~r atican l

t~g~ 2: iir~~~i~r~al nd~rsement

Sty e 3: iequest fc~r C}EB Approval

With respect to this initiative funnel, at what stage does Union do a business case
analysis? What are the criteria used to evaluate the initiatives? Will initiatives be
ranked? How did RNG become the first initiative to be proposed? Will there be exit
strategies developed if the initiative doesn't achieve its results?

Ref EB-2017-0255, Exhibit 3, Tab 4, Page 17 of 60

Che ;over°rzn~ent of C)ntaf~•io ar~d the C~fs"13 ha~~~e clearly and cor~si.ster~tly
car~tzculated sup~~o~•t~ for the 10 ~~u~°suit of ~ i°eneti~%czhlc nal~tttal has czs cr
con~poneszt of t~tili~y gas sup,~ly por°tfolio,s. O~xtar^i~'s C'CAP cr~rr~mits
fur~~'zng to RNCs, and the 2017 Lorzg-:Cer~r~~ 1~'r~er~y~ ~'lccn, r^elensed.
C)ctobcr~ 26, 2017, ackno~vled~es I2NG cl,s crn "i~~n~o~r~iti~~e C7nt~rio-rn~z~'e
sozrr~ce ~~f er~er~~,>y" that can levercr~e C7~~ e.xi~stin~~ l~cztu~~~xl ~ra.s c~ist~e•il~uticln
~syst~c~yn. 7.

Currently these products are being used directly in the generation of electricity either
through the Fit Program or in cogeneration. What are the typical comparative project
economics between direct use and introduction of RNG into the natural gas distribution
system? Will the significant subsidization in the near-term result in stranded assets with
respect to generation?
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3. Ref EB-2017-0255, Exhibit 3, Tab 4, Page 23 of 60

Ex~eclitivus (e~vrpha,sis~ adc~c>d) itzve,stment~ ir7 R~rC~ is vi/~crl to en,satre
(>rziar^zo',s competitiveness, ~nr°liczticzr•ly since o~hey° j~rist~'ict~i~r~.s nay
coh~~ete ~~vit~h t)~2tcrr~o for these ,suiz~e ab~rten~ent op~~oi°tzs~rzties. /~"ir7c~lly,
the develo~rrtent ~~f ~ RNG us• un enel~~ry source helps to ensure that the
sigr~~ificc~znt~ cne~~gy inf~rxi~t~uct~u~^e d~liul~ exists for r~cr~ur^czl nczs zn~ O~~lar~it7
r•em~air~s used a~~d useful fc,~ tl~c~ l~7ng-tern?.

In September 2009, an Order in Council added initiatives such as RNG to the
undertakings of the natural gas utilities. What is the reason for the almost ten year delay
in moving forward on these initiatives?

Interrogatories of BOMA to Enbrid~e Gas Distribution Inc.

1. Ref EB-2017-0224, Exhibit C Tab S Schedule 1 Page 3 of 1 S
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With respect to this initiative funnel, at what stage does Enbridge do a business case
analysis? What are the criteria used to evaluate the initiatives? Will initiatives be
ranked? How did RNG become the first initiative to be proposed? Will there be exit
strategies developed if the initiative doesn't achieve its results?

2. Ref.• EB-2017-0224, Exhibit C Tab 5, Schedule 2, Page 3 of 29

RNG r.s cx potential Unla~ia ~~atuNal gas ,s1~~ply sc~urcEr t1~at vffer~s
efzviron~entc~rl, econnmic and waste muna~,ren~ent benefats. R;~'G (also
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knotivn as biometharze) i,s ur2~,r~^aced gcrs pr~o~ucecl ,fro~z of~gcr~zic waste,
such as that f~~utu~' on ,fartn.s, c~zl waste -~val~er, tt,eat~rnent ~~lcxr~tis, .fooe~
pr~ocersr'r2~r ~crer'Xr.'tre,s card in Ic~r~dfills~. 12NG has been ac~entifred ~~s cr

saga fzcant CrHCr c~b~at~eYnent o~~paNtz~nity irz tliF~ 1~'uels Technical lZe~aortl
~at•ep~x~°ec~ by Ncrvigant Conrultir~~r Inc. can behalf of tl~c~ t7i~tus~zo tvlini.stt°y

of Etzer~;y ar~c~ Clirncr,te Clrc~znge (Che "1l~lOECC~""), the I3ocz~°c~'.s 11%~argincrC
Abalen~enl~ C;'c,,sl~ C'urv~ ("MAC"C"), ccr~d no~v /~he p~ovirzce's [;orrg Te~~tn
~;r~er~l> ~'lar~: I~eliverir~~ ~i'crit~ness ccnd C,"hor'ce (the "/;:C:L'P")2.

Currently these products are being used directly in the generation of electricity either

through the Fit Program or in cogeneration. What are the typical comparative project

economics between direct use and introduction of RNG into the natural gas distribution

system? Will the significant subsidization in the near-term result in stranded assets with

respect to generation?

3. Ref.• EB-2017-0224, Exhibit C, Tab S. Schedule 2, Page 6 of 29

Many jur^r,sdr,'ctzons~ c~r~e aheu~ of C~r~~ario ire movr'ng to RNCT, a~cl se7~er•ul
rnoc~els exist , foN delivering it to c~stomei^s. E'u~•c~pean rraarket~s af•e
actively c~evelopzrr~,r ~ene~-vuble pz~eline ~~rels th~~vz.ig~h both R11~rG crr~El
Pawn°-to-Uc~s ("I'2Cr") de~~ela~metzt~~~. Ire North AT~~er~ic~, C'c~lzfor~~ia,
13r~•itis~h C:'oluh~~bza crud Quehec have all r~7o~~~ed for~~va~cl ~~~~ztl~ the ea~•ly
c~evc~ln~»rrent~ and pNocuNen~ent ~f' RNG to com,~lement the r•ene~~txhle
ene~~y opl~ions I~hal~ have tradit~iot7czlly~ bee~z facz.ssed tn~ the elect~~~ici~y
~;r]"ZC~

In September 2009, an Order in Council added initiatives such as RNG to the

undertakings of the natural gas utilities. What is the reason for the almost ten year delay

in moving forward on these initiatives.


