
Page 1 
 

OEB Staff Compendium for Oral Argument 

EB-2025-0313 

July 9, 2026 



Page 2 
 

Table of Contents 

Tab  Reference  
1 Indigenous Consultation Report (ICR): Summary Tables as of June 26, 2026 at 

pp. 1-8 of 8 (excerpt) 
 

2 ICR updated as of June 26, 2026, line-item attachment 3.121, p. 326-331 
(excerpt) 
 

3 ICR as of June 26, 2026, line-item attachment 3.123, p. 332-334 (excerpt) 
 

4 ICR as of June 26, 2026, line-item attachment 3.124, p. 335 (excerpt) 
 

5 ICR as of June 26, 2026, line-item attachment 3.128, p. 339-342 (excerpt)  
 

6 Enbridge Gas Inc., Application, filed November 19, 2025, Exhibit H, Tab 1, 
Schedule 1, p. 4 of 4, para 11 (excerpt) 
 

7 Enbridge Gas Inc., Application, filed November 19, 2025, Exhibit I, Tab 1, 
Schedule 1, p. 1, Conditions of Approval (excerpt) 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Page 3 
 

Tab 1 

Indigenous Consultation Report (ICR): Summary Tables as of June 26, 2026 at pp. 1-8 
of 8 (excerpt) 



INDIGENOUS CONSULTATION REPORT: SUMMARY TABLES 
Cedar Springs Community Expansion Project (“Project”) 

As of June 26, 2026 
Haudenosaunee Development Institute (HDI) 

Was project 
information 
provided to the 
community?  

Yes
No

Enbridge Gas has provided HDI with the following information: 
Notification Letter providing an overview of the proposed
Project, a list of potential authorizations required, and contact
information for the Ministry of Energy and Electrification.
Maps of the Project location.
Notice of Upcoming Project, Notice of Commencement, and
virtual open house information for the Project. The letters
contained information on the environmental process. ER
providing information about the potential effects of the Project
on the environment and related mitigation measures.
Information on the Stage 1-2 AA fieldwork.

Enbridge Gas requested community feedback, including any 
suggestions or proposals on avoiding, minimizing, or mitigating any 
potential adverse impacts the Project may have on Aboriginal or treaty 
rights.  

Capacity funding has been offered to support activities such as timely  
technical reviews of documents, participation in field work associated 
with the proposed Project, and to engage in meaningful consultation.  

Was the 
community 
responsive/did 
you have direct 
contact with 
the 
community?  

Yes
No

HDI and Enbridge Gas have exchanged emails and met regarding the 
Project.  

Did the 
community 
members or 
representatives 
have any 
questions or 
concerns?  

Yes
No

HDI expressed interest in participating in surveys and field monitoring. 
HDI requested the ecosystems field verification survey be postponed 
until a meeting could be held with Enbridge Gas. Enbridge Gas and HDI 
met on October 14, 2025, and discussed the Project and monitoring 
agreement. HDI is continuing its review of the monitoring agreement. 
Enbridge Gas followed up to seek a timeline on when comments on the 
agreement are expected back and asked if there were specific issues 
with the agreement.  

Subsequent to this time, Enbridge Gas and HDI have had discussions 
regarding a proposed standard monitoring agreement. Enbridge 
clarified that this would be separate and apart from capacity funding in 
relation to the review of reports and project information.  
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On February 17, 2026, by way of email, Enbridge Gas advised HDI that 
it was open to revising the proposed monitoring agreement based on 
feedback received from HDI. Enbridge Gas shared forms of proposed 
monitoring agreements (one for archeology monitoring and one for 
environmental monitoring) for Enbridge Gas projects on March 3, 2026 
and met with HDI on March 11, 2026, and May 25, 2026, to further 
discuss these arrangements for Enbridge Gas projects.  

While the May 25th meeting was scheduled to discuss the proposed 
monitoring agreements, HDI used the meeting to discuss broader 
concerns regarding engagement with Enbridge Gas and their desire to 
structure engagement processes differently to avoid a project-by-
project approach to engagement.  To address these concerns, HDI 
proposed a more structured approach to engagement. At the meeting, 
Enbridge Gas committed to reassessing the capacity funding previously 
offered and to consider the inclusion of appropriate decision makers at 
meetings with HDI.  
 
Following the May 25, 2026, meeting, HDI raised, by way of email on 
June 2, 2026, a series of requests aimed at establishing a new 
engagement framework that would be applicable to various Enbridge 
Gas projects.  
 
By way of email on June 22, 2026, Enbridge Gas acknowledged these 
requests and expressed alignment with improving the engagement 
structure, and confirmed certain steps it would take internally in 
accordance with HDI’s request to revise the approach to engagement 
on Enbridge Gas projects going forward.   
 

Does the 
community 
have any 
outstanding 
concerns?  

 Yes  
 No  

  

As of June 26, 2026, the engagement with HDI has been focussed on 
improving processes for future engagement with Enbridge Gas across a 
number of projects and Enbridge Gas is not aware of any specific 
concerns that are outstanding that HDI has raised about potential 
impacts from the Project.  
 

Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation (MCFN) 

Was project 
information 
provided to the 
community?  

 Yes  
 No  

Enbridge Gas has provided MCFN with the following information:  
 Notification Letter providing an overview of the proposed 

Project, a list of potential authorizations required, and contact 
information for the Ministry of Energy and Electrification.  

 Maps of the Project location.  
 Notice of Upcoming Project, Notice of Commencement, virtual 

open house information for the Project. The letters contained 
information on the environmental process. 

 Environmental Report (ER) providing information about the 
potential effects of the Project on the environment and related 
mitigation measures.  
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 Information on the Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment (AA) 
fieldwork.  

   
Enbridge Gas requested community feedback, including any 
suggestions or proposals on avoiding, minimizing, or mitigating any 
potential adverse impacts the Project may have on Aboriginal or treaty 
rights.  
   
Capacity funding has been provided in relation to monitoring work and 
offered to support other activities such as timely technical reviews of 
documents, participation in field work associated with the proposed 
Project, and to engage in meaningful consultation.    

Was the 
community 
responsive/ did 
you have direct 
contact with 
the 
community?  

Yes  
 No  

 
    

MCFN and Enbridge Gas have exchanged emails and met regarding the 
Project.  

Did the 
community 
members or 
representatives 
have any 
questions or 
concerns?  

Yes  
 No  

  

On March 8, 2022, MCFN provided a letter regarding the Project. 
MCFN requested specific information regarding the Project, including a 
list of documents available for review, a description of other 
information that will become available, deadlines pertaining to the 
action/decision, the approval required, and how MCFN, its rights and 
territory might be impacted. The letter noted MCFN’s interest in 
participating in fieldwork (see line-item attachment 2.3). Stantec on 
behalf of Enbridge Gas provided the requested information on April 28, 
2022.  
 
On June 9, 2025, MCFN provided a letter regarding the Project. The 
letter requested a meeting and advised that MCFN must be notified of, 
invited to participate in, and provided the opportunity to review any 
environmental and/or archaeological assessments. MCFN requested to 
be notified if assessments are forthcoming and if they had already 
occurred to provide the results prior to the introductory meeting. 
MCFN advised that they might request additional capacity funding for 
the Project. MCFN asserted that the Project requires further review 
and must not be approved until the review is completed and concerns 
addressed. MCFN requested to be notified of all updates (see line-item 
attachment 2.10). 
 
Enbridge Gas invited MCFN to participate in an ecosystem field 
verification survey and Stage 1-2 AA work. (See line-item attachment 
2.23). Enbridge and Stantec met with MCFN to discuss the Project.  
 
On October 7, 2025, MCFN provided a response letter to the ER, 
confirming that MCFN had no comments on Stage 1 AA and provided 
written questions addressing: pipeline installation methods; potential 
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impacts to waterbodies and wetlands; invasive species; post-
construction monitoring; baseline studies regarding unknown thermal 
regimes; and implementation of mitigation measures. MCFN noted an 
interest in the Stage 2 AA (see line-item attachment 2.32).  
 
MCFN requested the results of the ecosystems field verification survey 
when available. 
 
On November 24, 2025, an Enbridge Gas representative emailed the 
MCFN representative to provide responses to comments on the ER and 
the Project received from MCFN on October 7, 2025. Responses 
included:  confirmation that MCFN would be invited to participate in 
the Stage 2 AA and be provided the draft Stage 2 AA report for review; 
a description of construction methods, including mitigation measures 
that would be implemented to ensure potential impacts to wetland 
and watercourses are minimized or avoided; information relating to 
vegetation clearing (including removal of invasive species); and a 
discussion of certain monitoring, mitigation and protection measures 
that will or could be undertaken as outlined in the ER or as may be 
developed as part of regulatory and permitting submissions during 
detailed design (see line-item attachment 2.43). 
 
 

 Does the 
community 
have any 
outstanding 
concerns?  

 Yes  
  No  
 

As of June 26, 2026, MCFN representatives have not identified any 
outstanding concerns. Enbridge Gas will continue to engage with the 
MCFN in relation to the Project.  
  
 

Six Nations of the Grand River (SNGR) 

Was project 
information 
provided to the 
community?  

 Yes  
 No  

Enbridge Gas has provided SNGR with the following information:  
 Notification Letter providing an overview of the proposed 

Project, a list of potential authorizations required, and contact 
information for the Ministry of Energy and Electrification.  

 Maps of the Project location.  
 Notice of Upcoming Project, Notice of Commencement, and 

virtual open house information for the Project. The letters 
contained information on the environmental process.  

 ER providing information about the potential effects of the 
Project on the environment and related mitigation measures.  

 Information on the Stage 1-2 AA fieldwork.  
   
Enbridge Gas requested community feedback, including any 
suggestions or proposals on avoiding, minimizing, or mitigating any 
potential adverse impacts the Project may have on Aboriginal or treaty 
rights.  
   
Capacity funding has been offered to support activities such as timely   
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technical reviews of documents, participation in field work associated 
with the proposed Project, and to engage in meaningful consultation.   

Was the 
community 
responsive/ did 
you have direct 
contact with 
the 
community?  

 
 Yes  
 No  

 
 
    

SNGR and Enbridge Gas have exchanged emails and met regarding the 
Project. 

Did the 
community 
members or 
representatives 
have any 
questions or 
concerns?  

 Yes  
 No  

  

SNGR advised that the ER deadline was unworkable because of a need 
to have an introductory meeting and that SNGR would provide 
potential dates (See line-item attachment 3.11). Enbridge Gas followed 
up with a request for meeting dates and encouraged SNGR to reach 
out with any questions about the Project. As SNGR advised, the Project 
Description Report was not received and there were technical 
difficulties with providing the Report through email. Enbridge Gas 
provided the Project Description Report in person on September 25, 
2025 (see line-item attachment 3.17). 
 
SNGR expressed concerns regarding consultation and indicated that it 
would like a meeting to discuss a potential MOU with Enbridge Gas 
(See line-item attachment 3.29). Enbridge Gas acknowledged SNGR’s 
concerns and the need to rebuild the relationship. Enbridge Gas 
requested a list of studies SNGR would like to see, possible meeting 
dates and a copy of SNGR’s Consultation and Accommodation Policy. 
Enbridge Gas advised that another Enbridge Gas representative would 
be engaging with SNGR going forward and provided their name (see 
line-item attachment 3.30). 
 
On October 21, 2025, SNGR attended an ecosystems field verification 
survey for the Project with Stantec. 
 
At a meeting held on October 9, 2025, among the MEM, Enbridge Gas, 
and SNGR, SNGR raised process improvements it would like to 
see (including around obtaining base-line data, environmental 
studies, and consultation) and communicated to the 
others its expectations around responding to issues identified 
by SNGR around the Project. SNGR also raised challenges it saw with 
the field monitoring process at the meeting. Since the meeting, SNGR 
and Enbridge Gas have corresponded on the foregoing, so that 
Enbridge Gas can better understand SNGR’s concerns to help improve 
the engagement process. (see line-item attachment 3.25) 
 
On October 28, 2025, SNGR emailed Enbridge Gas, requesting 
information relating to environmental studies and mitigation standards 
and techniques. In the email, SNGR also noted that SNGR field 
monitors cannot consult on behalf of SNGR. along with the structure of 
the consultation process (see line-item attachment 3.39). 
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On November 25, 2025, Enbridge Gas and SNGR met to discuss the 
Project, and in part for Enbridge Gas to respond to issues that were 
previously identified by SNGR through the engagement process 
(including in the meeting held on October 9, 2025, and SNGR’s 
correspondence dated October 28, 2025). Of note, at the meeting:   
 

 SNGR stated its expectations around engagement, with 
Enbridge Gas noting that recent changes it has made to its 
engagement team will make for a more predictable 
process.  
 

 As it related to the environment, SNGR stated that 
although their initial stance was that they preferred an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) during route 
selection, they acknowledged that the environmental 
assessment process that was being undertaken for the 
Project may suffice (provided steps that were discussed 
at the meeting were undertaken). The parties discussed 
the environmental review process.  

 
 In response to questions around archaeology, Enbridge Gas 

explained how archaeology is and will continue to be 
assessed for the Project (including the use of Indigenous 
monitors). In furtherance of this work, Enbridge Gas made 
a request for SNGR representatives to be at 
the initial natural heritage and Stage I AA fieldwork 
surveys, if at all possible, for future projects, which 
Enbridge Gas noted would allow SNGR to provide inputs 
into the route evaluation and selection. In furtherance of 
the request, it was also noted by Enbridge Gas that it 
would be beneficial to have representatives attend who 
can provide Indigenous knowledge on natural heritage and 
cultural resources for the community so they can report 
back to the SNGR team on the work. SNRG indicated that 
they have people who could meet this request 
and will discuss it internally. Enbridge Gas noted that SNGR 
would continue to be invited to archaeology field studies. 
Finally, and as it related to archaeology, SNGR emphasized 
that disturbed areas needed further archaeological review, 
to which Enbridge Gas noted that there were processes in 
place to account for the foregoing. 
   

 On the topic of restoration and reporting, SNGR stated that 
it desired the Project area to be restored to a better than 
pre-existing condition. Enbridge Gas explained that it was 
open to exploring restoration opportunities to support the 
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Project, including reviewing alternative ways to enhance 
the natural environment for the Project area. Where 
reasonable and practicable, Enbridge Gas would consider 
engaging SNGR organizations to assist with this work (see 
line-item attachment 3.46).  

 
In response to SNGR concerns regarding the consultation process, 
Enbridge Gas continues to consider whether there are further 
opportunities to improve that process, recognizing that the steps that 
are already taken to engage potentially impacted Indigenous groups 
early in the Project development.  
 
To that end, Enbridge Gas and SNGR continued to discuss the capacity 
funding needs of SNGR for the Project throughout the late winter and 
spring of 2026. An agreement has been reached between the parties 
on an amount that would be sufficient for SNGR’s capacity needs for 
the Project.  
 
In addition, on April 21, 2026, Enbridge Gas and Stantec met with SNGR 
virtually to provide further information on the Project and supporting 
studies. SNGR raised questions regarding study timing, methodology, 
and mitigation, including the timing of fieldwork, selection of 
horizontal directional drilling (HDD) pit locations, and the effectiveness 
and timing of mitigation measures. In response, Enbridge Gas 
explained that delays in study timelines were primarily due to a City of 
Burlington roadwork project and clarified that HDD pit locations could 
only be finalized following route selection. Stantec confirmed that HDD 
pit locations would be reviewed and that additional fieldwork would be 
considered in the spring if deemed necessary. Enbridge Gas also 
committed to inviting SNGR to participate in future studies related to 
species of interest and concern for the Project. In response to 
questions regarding financial accommodation in relation to Enbridge 
Gas projects, Enbridge Gas advised that its approach is to first avoid or 
mitigate potential impacts on Aboriginal and treaty rights before 
considering if financial accommodation is necessary. SNGR confirmed 
that it had no concerns with the capacity funding offered for the 
Project and noted that engagement with Enbridge Gas had improved 
(see line-item 3.101).  
 
On May 26, 2026, Enbridge Gas and Stantec met with SNGR virtually 
again to continue engagement on the Project. At the meeting, SNGR 
raised questions around the level of detail and clarity supporting the 
Project, including route selection rationale, the absence of clearly 
documented alternatives, discrepancies in information provided, and 
the need for more detailed mapping. SNGR also asked about 
environmental mitigation, including trenchless construction risks, spill 
response, species-at-risk considerations, and vegetation management 
(including tree removal, water crossings, and restoration expectations). 
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In response, Enbridge Gas and Stantec provided clarification on Project 
design and study timing and the rationale for the route selection and 
confirmed that key design elements (including HDD locations) were 
informed by route selection and that mitigation measures and 
construction approaches would be refined and implemented as the 
Project advances. Stantec confirmed that HDD locations would be 
reviewed in light of SNGR’s input and that additional or seasonal 
fieldwork could be undertaken where appropriate. Enbridge Gas also 
committed to providing additional mapping and including SNGR in 
future studies as appropriate (see line-item 3.122).  
 
An ecological field survey was conducted on May 28, 2026 by Stantec, 
with participation from SNGR. During the survey, SNGR accessed 
portions of the proposed route and had the opportunity to identify and 
provide feedback on potential impacts to environmental and wildlife 
features within the route and broader study area.  Enbridge Gas 
understands that no concerns were raised by SNGR at that time.  The 
vegetation that has been identified in the study area is not protected 
under any endangered species legislation.   In addition, SNGR 
participated in a verification survey with Stantec on October 21, 2025. 
The purpose of this survey was to confirm whether any changes had 
occurred since the Ecological Land Classification assessment conducted 
in fall 2021, which involved characterizing existing environmental 
conditions within the Project area, including vegetation communities 
and habitat types. No changes to the previously identified ecological 
features were observed. 
 
Following the May 26, 2026, meeting and SNGR’s participation in the 
May 28, 2026, ecological field survey, Enbridge Gas provided follow-up 
emails, which included the provision of additional mapping and route 
selection information and commitments around mitigation measures.  
Enbridge Gas also confirmed that tree removals were not anticipated 
to occur in relation to construction and that an arborist report 
outlining vegetation protection measures would be shared once 
finalized. Information regarding contingency planning was also 
confirmed to be addressed in the ER and that Enbridge Gas confirmed 
that it would, with Stantec, continue to review and implement 
appropriate mitigation measures consistent with ongoing discussions, 
and keep SNGR informed of updates as appropriate (see line-item 
attachments 3.123-3.129). 
 

Does the 
community 
have any 
outstanding 
concerns?  

 Yes  
 No  

As of June 26, 2026, Enbridge Gas has provided further information in 
response to issues and questions raised by SNGR as noted above and 
Enbridge Gas will continue to engage with SNGR to address these 
concerns. 
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Page 12 

Tab 2 

ICR updated as of June 26, 2026, line-item attachment 3.121, pp. 326-331 (excerpt) 



Line-item attachment 3.121.  

Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 326 of 343



Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 327 of 343



Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 328 of 343



Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 329 of 343



 

Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 330 of 343



Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 331 of 343
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Tab 3 
ICR as of June 26, 2026, line-item attachment 3.123, p. 332- 334 (excerpt)



Line-item attachment 3.123. 

Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 332 of 343



Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 333 of 343



  

Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 334 of 343
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Tab 4 

ICR as of June 26, 2026, line-item attachment 3.124, p. 335 (excerpt)



Line-item attachment 3.124. 

 
 

 
  

Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 335 of 343
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Tab 5 

ICR as of June 26, 2026, line-item attachment 3.128, p. 339-342 (excerpt)



Line-item attachment 3.128. 

Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 339 of 343



Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 340 of 343



Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 341 of 343



Redacted - Attachment 1, June 26, 2026, Page 342 of 343
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Tab 6 

Enbridge Gas Inc., Application, filed November 19, 2025, Exhibit H, Tab 1, Schedule 1, 
p. 4 of 4, para 11 (excerpt)
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Tab 7 

Enbridge Gas Inc., Application, filed November 19, 2025, Exhibit I, Tab 1, Schedule 1, 
p. 1, Conditions of Approval (excerpt)
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