
Agenda February 9, 2016

_____________________________________________________________________________

1. Call to Order

2. Approve Agenda

3. Disclosure of Interest

4. Minutes of Previous Meeting
a) January 12, 2016

5. Questions and Information Arising out of Minutes and not Otherwise on Agenda

6. Petitions and Delegations
None

7. Reports from Staff
a) Fire Chief Report
b) Road Superintendent Report
c) Clerk-Treasurer Report – Expenditure & Revenue Reports
d) Insurance quotes

8. Planning
None

9. By-Laws
a) By-law 2016-04 – amend Appendix C of By-law 2016-02 – Fire Department

regulating by-law - re: auto extrication

10. Motions and Notices of Motions
a) Mayor Lamming – Fire and First Response calls
b) Mayor Lamming - Handyman suggestion
c) Mayor Lamming – Council tables
d) Mayor Lamming – AMO Conference cost and request
e) Councillor Matthews – Application to North East LHIN panel

11. Correspondence (for your information)
a) Ontario Energy Board (OEB) – Union Gas expansion hearing put on hold
b) Twp. of Latchford – MTO winter maintenance
c) Twp. of Latchford – MOH - Travel grants -
d) 2016 Scotts Miracle-Gro Best Garden Selection
e) AECOM & SSM – newsletter – solid waste management environmental

assessment (more info in office)
f) Fire Marshal’s Office – Integrated Risk Management Web tool
g) FONOM – concerns about Envir. Commissioner’s comments on coloured fuel.
h) FONOM – winter newsletter
i) MOH and Chief Medical Officer of Health – Listeria Monocytogenes Cases
j) OEB – cost impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions
k) Green Investment Fund – grants for homeowners (info will be added to

newsletter)
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12. Minutes of Boards and Committees
a) Sault Ste. Marie Police Services – Nov. 26, 2015
b) Library board – Dec. 23, 2015
c) SSM Region Conservation Authority – Dec. 15, 2015

13. New Business (will include motions for consideration)
a) Water trail signs – choice of designs / Trans Canada Trail – signage design
b) WSPS – 2016 Superior Conference – Partners in Prevention
c) Twp. Of Wainfleet – cancellation of new wind generation contracts
d) Autism Ontario – proclamation and flag
e) City of Sudbury – return of OPP search and rescue to Sudbury airport
f) Ontario Good Roads Association – explanation of membership benefits

14. Closed Session (will include motions if required)
a) Approval of the Previous Closed Session Minutes – February 10, 2015
b) Labour relations or employee negotiations – Wages
c) Litigation or potential litigation, including matters before administrative tribunals,

affecting the municipality or local board – By-law matter

15. Confirmatory By-law

16. Adjournment

















ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT Agenda
Item: 7b)
Date:  Feb 9, 2016

Date: Feb 5, 2016 Date Presented: Feb 9 2016
Prepared By: Aubrey Falls Department: Roads Department
Subject: Roads Report

All roads are in fairly good condition.

Work on all 4 bridges are now complete. Peggy was informed that there will be a reconciliation of
the account and there could be one more invoice coming.

As you know, the inspection on Gagnon Road is completed. Page 4 of the report (attached) has
some urgent issues that should be done this year. Some of the deterioration will be slowed down
significantly if the rebar is cleaned and the repairs to the concrete are completed.  The guiderails
and signage are safety issues and must be done this year.  We do have some guiderails behind
the Quonset hut that may be used and will help reduce the cost somewhat.

Letters will be left at residents’ homes or in their mailboxes when we notice them pushing snow
across the roads and/or into the ditches, or pushing snow onto the roads and leaving it there.

Respectfully yours

Aubrey Falls
Prince Township Acting Roads Superintendent













































Ontario Energy
Board

Commission de l’énergie
de l’Ontario

 
ONTARIO ENERGY BOARD NOTICE

The Ontario Energy Board is holding a hearing to consider what  
mechanisms may be used to recover the costs of expanding natural gas  

service to Ontario communities that are currently not served.

Learn more. Have your say.

The Ontario Energy Board is commencing a hearing on its own motion to consider what mechanisms 
may be used to recover the costs of expanding natural gas service to Ontario communities that do not 
currently have access to natural gas.

In July 2015, Union Gas Limited filed an application (EB-2015-0179) to expand natural gas service to 
certain rural and remote communities. That application included a proposal to have existing Union Gas 
Limited customers pay a portion of the costs to connect new customers. The Ontario Energy Board has 
determined that the requests made by Union Gas Limited in that application raise issues that may be 
common to any entity that wishes to provide natural gas service to communities that do not currently 
have access to natural gas service. The Ontario Energy Board will therefore address these issues through 
a generic proceeding. 

The Ontario Energy Board will put the hearing of Union Gas Limited’s application (EB-2015-0179) on hold 
until the generic hearing is complete. 

In the generic proceeding, the Ontario Energy Board will consider possible alternative ratemaking 
frameworks to provide natural gas service to Ontario communities that do not currently have access 
to natural gas. The OEB plans to seek input from intervenors on exactly what the issues should be. 
However, broadly speaking the OEB intends to review the following issues:

1.  Should the OEB implement new ratemaking mechanisms including changes to current economic 
tests to encourage utilities to expand natural gas distribution service to new communities? If so, 
what should these new mechanisms be?

2.  Should the OEB consider imposing conditions or making other changes to Municipal Franchise 
Agreements and Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity to reduce barriers to natural  
gas expansion?

3.  Does the OEB have the authority to require the ratepayers of one utility to subsidize the costs of 
another utility to expand into new communities? If so, under what circumstances (if any) would this 
be appropriate? 

To see the detailed draft issues list, please select the file number EB-2016-0004 on the OEB website: 
www.ontarioenergyboard.ca/notice

THE ONTARIO ENERGY BOARD IS HOLDING A PUBLIC HEARING

The Ontario Energy Board (OEB) will hold a public hearing to consider the kind of cost recovery mechanisms that may be 
appropriate for rural and remote community expansion projects in Ontario. We will hear arguments from parties involved in 
the process and will decide what, if any, new mechanisms are appropriate. 

The OEB will adopt into the record of this proceeding, all evidence filed in EB-2015-0179 that is relevant to the issues to 
be determined for the generic hearing. The OEB will provide an opportunity for the filing of further evidence in subsequent 
procedural orders.

The OEB will deem the intervenors in the EB-2015-0179 case to be intervenors in this generic hearing and grants to any 
such intervenors the same cost eligibility status as was granted in EB-2015-0179.

The OEB is an independent and impartial public agency. We make decisions that serve the public interest. Our goal is to 
promote a financially viable and efficient energy sector that provides you with reliable energy services at a reasonable cost.

BE INFORMED AND HAVE YOUR SAY

You have the right to information regarding this application and to be involved in the process.

• You can review this Notice and related documents on the OEB’s website now. 
• You can sign up to observe the proceeding by receiving OEB documents related to the hearing. 
• You can file a letter with your comments which will be considered during the hearing. 
• You can become an active participant (called an intervenor). Apply by February 22, 2016 or the hearing will go ahead  
 without you and you will not receive any further notice of the proceeding.
• At the end of the process, you can review the OEB’s decision and its reasons on our website.

LEARN MORE

Our file number for this case is EB-2016-0004. To learn more about this hearing, find instructions on how to file letters or 
become an intervenor, or to access any document related to this case (including the draft issues list), please select the file 
number EB-2016-0004 from the list on the OEB website at www.ontarioenergyboard.ca/notice. You can also phone our 
Consumer Relations Centre at 1-877-632-2727 with any questions.

ORAL HEARING

The OEB intends to proceed with an oral hearing for this case.

PRIVACY

If you write a letter of comment, your name and the content of your letter will be put on the public record and the OEB 
website. However, your personal telephone number, home address and email address will be removed. If you are a 
business, all your information will remain public. If you apply to become an intervenor, all information will be public.

This hearing will be held under sections 19 and 36 of the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998.



Draft Issues List 

EB-2016-0004 
 

1. Does the OEB have the legal authority to establish a framework whereby the 
customers of one utility subsidize the expansion undertaken by another 
distributor into communities that do not have natural gas service?  
 

2. Based on a premise that the OEB has the legal authority described in Issue #1, 
what are the merits of this approach? How should these contributions be treated 
for ratemaking purposes?  
 

3. Should the OEB consider exemptions or changes to the EBO 188 guidelines for 
rural and remote community expansion projects?  
 

o Should the OEB consider projects that have a portfolio profitability index 
(PI) less than 1.0 and individual projects within a portfolio that have a PI 
lower than 0.8? 
 

o What costs should be included in the economic assessment for providing 
natural gas service to communities and how are they to be determined 
and calculated.  
 

o What, if any, amendments to the EBO 188 Guidelines would be required 
as a result of the inclusion of any costs identified above? 
 

o What would be the criteria for the projects/communities that would be 
eligible for such exemptions? What, if any, other public interest factors 
should be included as part of this criteria? How are they to be determined? 
 

4. Should the OEB allow existing natural gas distributors to establish surcharges 
from customers of new communities to improve the feasibility of potential 
community expansion projects?  If so, what approaches are appropriate and over 
what period of time?  
 

5. Are there other ratemaking or rate recovery approaches that the OEB should 
consider? 
 

6. Should the OEB allow for the recovery of the revenue requirement associated 
with community expansion costs in rates that are outside the OEB approved 
incentive ratemaking framework prior to the end of any incentive regulation plan 
term once the assets are used and useful? 
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7. Should the OEB consider imposing conditions or making other changes to 
Municipal Franchise Agreements and Certificates of Public Convenience and 
Necessity to reduce barriers to natural gas expansion?   

 
8. What types of processes could be implemented to facilitate the introduction of 

new entrants to provide service to communities that do not have access to 
natural gas. What are the merits of these processes and what are the existing 
barriers to implementation? (e.g. Issuance of Request for Proposals to enter into 
franchise agreements)  

 
























































































































