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The FIT Coalition is a volunteer group of citizens who are passionate about renewable
energy and it’s critical role in California’s low-carbon future. This passion has driven us to seek
out the best public policy mechanisms in the world for scaling up deployment of renewable
energy. The clear winner has proven to be the Feed-In-Tariff (FIT) as implemented with
tremendous success in Germany and a multitude of other places, including Gainesville, Florida.

Based on extensive research, the FIT Coalition has concluded that the cost-based FIT
approach, as used in Germany and every other successful FIT program, is the most effective
method to meet the goals stated in this rulemaking proceeding. Our expertise in this policy arena
is reflected in these comments. In addition to the pricing mechanism, we have included several
other design elements that experience has shown to be critical to the success of FIT programs.

Readers of these comments should know that the FIT Coalition is strongly in favor of the
Commission’s efforts to encourage development and growth of the Wholesale Distributed

Generation (WDG) market segment through a FIT mechanism. We commend the Commission



for recognizing the importance of unleashing WDG as an essential step in California’s pursuit of
achieving its Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS) mandates on schedule.

Our goal is to maximize the impact and success of the Commission’s initiative with these
comments. You will see that our comments follow two general themes. One theme discusses
ways in which we believe the Commission’s proposed Renewables Auction Mechanism (RAM)
Pricing and FIT Structure could be enhanced. The other theme follows what we have found to
be optimal FIT design based on our global analysis of FIT performance. We are confident that
our comments will prove constructive for achieving the best possible outcome for the State of
California within this Rulemaking.

While it may not be possible at this time to apply a straightforward FIT program to
projects larger than 20 MW, it is clear that projects less than 10 MW should utilize processes that
are pre-defined, transparent, and predictable so that these smaller projects can be implemented
quickly and cost-effectively. This will require the elimination and preemption of market barriers
such that there is a level playing field for all participants willing to invest in deploying

renewables in California.

II.
DISCUSSION
A. FIT Pricing Approach
The FIT Coalition strongly supports the well proven cost-based pricing approach. For
small projects there is no need to introduce a complicated mechanism like RAM that will

introduce significant market barriers for new and/or small developers; which would result in an



uneven playing field. In case the Commission insists on introducing the RAM, the FIT Coalition
make several recommendations that will help minimize the market barriers that this would
create. Note that while this document attempts to neatly separate cost and structure for the sake
of discussion, it is important to recognize that pricing, structure, processes, and overall FIT
design are all interrelated and must be considered as a whole in order to design an optimal FIT

program.

B. Energy Division Pricing Proposal (Attachment A)
Responses to the questions set forth in Attachment A regarding the Energy
Division FIT pricing proposal are set forth below.

1. Do you agree with the program’s goals and guiding principles (see Attachment C for a list of
the Guiding Principles)? If you do not agree, please explain.

The FIT Coalition believes that a cost-based approach is the most simple, fair, and effective
approach. Hence, we disagree with the use of an unproven, market-based pricing mechanism
like the one described in Attachment A, that would introduce market barriers and create an
unlevel playing field. With respect to the program goals as set out in Attachment C, we agree
with most and disagree with few; some highlights follow:

1. The stated objective of the RAM market-based pricing mechanism: “The key aspect of
the mechanism is that the policy provides a long-term investment signal.”! The WDG
market segment is virtually underdeveloped and a long-term investment signal that
establishes price certainty for investment is necessary in order to unleash the unparalleled
potential of WDG. Since the RAM provides no price certainty whatsoever, the FIT
Coalition believes that the RAM is not a viable approach.

2. Goal number 1: “open to all RPS-eligible technologies”. The FIT program should not
only allow all technologies to participate, but also be structured to account for differences
in technology maturity and promote the development of promising new technologies.
California will not achieve resource diversity and optimal energy production if promising
innovations are forced to compete head-to-head with established older technologies.

3. Goal number 2: “stimulate untapped market segments at the distribution level and build
new projects while minimizing ratepayer costs and preserving competition.”> The FIT
program should clearly prioritize the elements of this goal in the correct order. It is
critical that the design successfully stimulates the building of significant volumes of new
projects. This should be considered simultaneously with minimizing ratepayer costs.



Experience from previous programs has shown that a priority placed solely on
minimizing ratepayer impact has caused such designs to fail in the real objective of
stimulating renewables development.

Goal number 3: “focus on projects of certain size...mitigate...constraints” The FIT
program should not only focus on project sizes that can themselves mitigate the
constraints, but explicitly address those constraints so that parasitic costs are removed
and a wider range of project sizes can participate. We offer specific recommendations to
ensure a wide range of project sizes at pre-identified locations will have opportunities to
participate in a predictable and cost-effective manner.

Goal number 7: “project viability” While project viability criteria could be useful if the
anticipated program was deploying multi-GWs per year, the project viability constraints
on a tiny 1 GW over 4 years is unnecessary. As currently designed, the project viability
criteria are so restrictive that they prevent promising new entrants into the market.
Markets can only be competitive and sustainable if new participants can enter bringing
innovative practices and products, thereby forcing the existing larger players to continue
to innovate and compete aggressively. This competitive mechanism is imperative for
maximizing long-term ratepayer benefits from lowest costs, new technologies, and best
business practices.

Goal number 11: “just and reasonable rates” This goal should explicitly acknowledge the
value of renewable energy in terms of GHG emissions reduction, California-based
economic stimulation, and long-term sustainability of the economy. In the past, “just and
reasonable” calculations have only considered short-term financial impacts. Society is
increasingly willing to invest in renewables to mitigate climate change and lessen
dependencies on fossil fuels and the external markets that supply fossil fuels.

2. Please comment on the strengths and weaknesses of staff’s proposed market-based pricing
mechanism, including auction design details, using the guiding principles.

STRENGTHS:

I.

The reverse auction mechanism theoretically assures that the price paid for the electricity
is the lowest possible while still being high enough to provide sufficient profit to the
biggest developers. This mechanism works under the following conditions:
a. Markets are competitive and have reached economies of scale.
b. Prices of winning bids are public so that clear price signals are sent to the markets
for manufacturing, investment, electricity, installation, etc.
c. Bids are limited to projects of comparable size, technology, and location.

The RAM proposal would shift the responsibility for setting prices and overall program
results onto auction participants. This may address some of the questions raised about
the Commission’s authority to set prices.



3. By setting the price based on bids from developers, the program avoids the pitfalls in the
AB1969 FIT program where the price was set too low to stimulate the market. However,
to stimulate the entire range of the WDG market segment, bids would need to be
separated and ranked according to comparable project size and location.

WEAKNESSES:

1. The proposal states that “The key aspect of this mechanism is that the policy provides a
long-term investment signal.” The proposal also states that “The price of each
individual bid will be confidential...”* These statements are mutually exclusive and
should be recognized as such for the purposes of the program design. If the price of the
winning bid for each project is not public information then the “key aspect” of the RAM
pricing mechanism will not be fulfilled, and the benefits of providing a long-term
investment signal will surely not be realized. More price signal transparency is definitely
needed to stimulate investment in manufacturing and development either by revealing the
price of the winning bids (as is common practice in many auctions) or by implementing a
fixed price mechanism as has been done with successful FIT programs worldwide.

2. The proposed structure clearly favors the largest projects, large existing developers, and
regions in the south with the best solar resource. This will inhibit the ability of the
market to grow through participation of new and small players. Effectively excluding
small and new players in this manner runs counter to several of the program’s stated
goals:

A. “Stimulating untapped market segments.” The smaller project size market
segments will be at a bidding disadvantage and the transaction costs of the auction
process may be a barrier.

B. “Minimizing ratepayer costs and preserving competition.” Concentrating activity
within only the existing large players will inhibit the realization of economies of
scale, decreasing competition and potentially failing to minimize ratepayer costs.

C. “Regulatory certainty to create a sustainable and long-term market for small
developers.” Favoring larger projects adds uncertainty and risk for smaller
projects. As the market becomes dominated by larger entities, the market for
smaller entities cannot be sustained.

D. “Ensuring economic efficiency.” Favoring the largest players will preclude new
small businesses from entering the market, becoming established, creating new
jobs, and increasing competition. Consequently, the proposed pricing mechanism
will fail to develop the majority of the distributed market potential and will fail to
maximize competition. Together, these effects will ensure economic inefficiency
for ratepayers and all stakeholders.

E. “Ensuring non-discriminatory access to the electricity market.” The proposed
mechanism essentially discriminates against smaller participants and small and
medium sized projects by favoring larger projects and establishing potentially
high barriers in terms of project viability criteria.




3. Critically, the RAM pricing proposal will not unfreeze capital markets and project
financing because the terms of each deal would be unique, confidential to everyone
except the winning bidders, and terms of future deals would be uncertain. RAM will
simply not create enough certainty to meet investors’ and lenders’ requirements. It
will fail to break the project financing logjam which is one of the primary roadblocks to
meaningful market development at this time.

a. Experience has shown that a high degree of certainty is required for project
financing to become generally available. The degree of certainty that has been
provided by cost-based FIT pricing has unleashed vast quantities of capital and
financial resources in other countries while most of those same resources remain
on the sidelines in California and throughout the US.

4. The RAM pricing proposal substantially risks abuse of the process through collusion
and/or underbidding to manipulate prices (market signal), and auction results. The
current market is small with only a few large players, which makes collusion and
manipulation feasible and likely. Such manipulation could mortally damage the
Commission’s FIT program.

5. A reverse auction pricing mechanism is contrary to the proven pricing mechanisms of all
successful FITs worldwide. Furthermore, it does not take advantage of the vast quantity
of empirical evidence other countries have with successfully implementing cost-based
FITs. By implementing an untested mechanism the Commission risks overall program
failure due to unforeseen consequences and thus risks all of the stated goals. In fact, the
RAM proposal increases the likelihood that legislative action will be required as the
policymakers in Sacramento are losing patience with the CPUC’s RPS failure and are
ready to institute a system that has proven to be cost-effective, and produce reliable
resutls, throughout the world.

a. The official CEC recommendation from Dec 1, 2008 states that “The CPUC
should immediately implement a feed-in tariff program for all RPS-eligible
generating facilities up to 20 MW in size. Such a program should include must-
take provisions as well as cost-based technology-specific prices that generally
decline over time and are not linked to the CPUC’s market price referent.” With
this, the CEC is officially recognizing the superiority and track record of cost-
based FITs and this stance will encourage legislators to further “fix” the system.
The cost-based pricing can price the energy at the market rate and the RECs
separately so as to avoid any PURPA issues. Alternatively, the FIT program can
be voluntary, but with real RPS penalties that encourage utilities who are failing
to achieve their RPS requirements to participate in the voluntary FIT program.

6. As mentioned above, the RAM proposal provides a mechanism for ostensibly
competitive pricing. However, there are several reasons why it would fail to create a
truly competitive, efficient marketplace:

A. There is no efficiently functioning power market in California because power is
primarily produced by monopoly suppliers and prices are set by regulators, not



the market. Competition is not yet robust and sustainable and it is vigorously
resisted by the monopoly IOUs at every opportunity.

B. The distributed generation market in California is very immature, volumes are
tiny, price signals are opaque and not publicly available, and the market has not
reached significant economies of scale; i.e. project volume is extremely thin at
this time.

C. As proposed, prices of winning bids would not be made public so clear price
signals would still not be received by the markets for manufacturing, investment,
electricity, installation, etc., Effective markets contain clear, publicly available,
and frequent price signals.

D. Large projects would be unfairly favored by the auction process which would
result in a majority of the potential distributed generation projects being excluded
from the program. The distributed generation market is much bigger than would
be represented by only the larger projects.

Truly competitive market conditions do not yet exist for the distributed market and the
RAM mechanism would unduly favor large projects, large existing developers, and the
southern regions of the state. Therefore, it is unreasonable to conclude that projects
contracted via the RAM mechanism would equate to an actual market pricing
mechanism.

7. The RAM pricing mechanism is inherently unfair to require of solar IPPs, but not the
I0Us, which as evidenced by the approval of SCE’s solar PV program, will be allowed to
enjoy the advantages of cost-based pricing; and double-dipping returns since they also get
to ratebase the capital expenditures of building the utility-owned generation. RAM
would establish an unlevel playing field for solar IPPs because it would require them to
use an auction-based pricing mechanism while the competing IOUs get predetermined
cost-based pricing combined with double-dipping returns. The IOU solar FIT programs
and the Commission’s FIT program should use the same pricing mechanism.

3. If you have specific modifications to the staff proposal, please provide a rationale for the
modifications pursuant to the guiding principles.

1.

Facilitate interconnection: Recent analysis found that approximately 69% of the California
IOU substations can interconnect distributed RE projects of 10 MW or smaller.” Another
study by GE examined the effect of DG on feeders and found that limits could range from
15% to 50% of feeder capacity depending on the location of the DG along the feeder, and
how it was distributed.® For the Commission’s FIT program to be effective it is essential that
each IOU:
a. Identify the total capacity of all substations and distribution feeder line segments
on their distribution network.
b. Identify capacity that has been allocated (approved but not connected) at every
substation and feeder line.
c. Identify capacity that has been queued but not yet allocated at every substation
and feeder line.



d. Specify remaining available capacity at every substation and feeder line.

e. Utilize clearly written, “Fast Track™ interconnection screens (FERC SGIP is a
good example of such screens’) so developers can understand ahead of time what
is required to interconnect projects under consideration.

f. Be required to utilize interconnection processes that are simple, economical,
transparent, and pre-defined; ie, utilize interconnection processes that preempt
any surprises.

g. Either neutralize network upgrade costs from the process by ratebasing these costs
or by having them be adders to the winning bid prices. Alternatively, indicate
estimated network upgrade costs for each substation and distribution feeder line
location up to stated available capacity levels at each interconnection point.

h. Require IOU’s to make all this information publicly available online in real time.

2. Interconnection Data: A good example of the needed interconnection data are the reports
that the Ontario Power Authority has made available to support their recently improved FIT
program. OPA provides easy access to two reports that enable prospective project
developers to analyze the feasibility of interconnecting projects at specific substations and
distribution feeder lines. The first report shows the capacity of all substations and feeder
lines on their distribution network.® The second report shows all allocated capacity at each
substation and feeder line.” Prospective project developers can easily determine
interconnection feasibility and approximate network upgrade costs at any potential
connection point by finding total capacity for that point on the first report and subtracting
allocated capacity at the same point from the second report. Ontario utilities are required to
update the reports weekly. Both reports are included in Appendix A and Appendix B for
easy reference.

This information is essential for prospective developers of projects in the in the 20MW-
and-under range; and certainly for the 10MW-and-under range. In addition, Vermont has
done an excellent job of introducing a comprehensive queuing process that leverages the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) Small Generator Interconnect Procedure
(SGIP). We have provided a flow chart in Appendix C for easy reference that is based on
the Vermont queuing process and shows a viable pathway to incorporate queuing into
any WDG FIT process.

The FIT Coalition recommends that the Commission require each IOU to prepare and
maintain an Interconnection Data Report that is updated in real-time, upon any new
projects being queued, showing information about distribution level interconnection
points including:

a. The total capacity, allocated (contracted) capacity, queued capacity, and available
capacity for ALL their substations and ALL their distribution feeder lines in
California.

b. An indication of estimated network upgrade cost ranges at each substation and feeder
line shown in the report for interconnections within indicated available capacity.
Suggested cost ranges per MW:

i. $0to $100K.



ii. $100K to $250K.
iii. More than $250K.

c. An online map clearly showing the location of each substation and feeder line using
the same identifier as listed in their "distribution connection report." This will enable
prospective developers to focus site control on locations that will have economically
viable interconnections, which will minimize inefficiencies and maximize value for
ratepayers. A Google Maps overlay will be an easy method to meet this requirement.

Every IOUs interconnection data report should follow a pre-defined format stipulated by
the Commission so that each IOU’s report is consistent. A sample report format has been
included in Appendix D. In order to access the reports and maps, prospective program
participants should be required to register at a website by providing basic identification
information. This follows the experienced process that has been implemented in the
recently improved Ontario FIT program. The IOUs must be required to keep the
information in the online reports and maps updated in real-time.

We cannot overstate the importance of this essential element. Most WDG projects in the
10MW-and-under range cannot be economically developed without having easily
available data on interconnection locations that will result in reasonable and predictable
network upgrade costs. Hence, the ready availability of this data is essential to the
success of any simple, fair, and effective FIT program; unless the network upgrade costs
are ratebased or otherwise neutralized.

3. Developer concentration: The amount of any single bidder’s or equipment manufacturer’s
cumulative bids won should not be allowed to exceed 20% of total capacity at any auction
event. This will foster development of a broader base of IPPs which will create a more
competitive market and ultimately more cost effective pricing for ratepayers. Allowing
bidders to win up to 50% would make it relatively easy for two players (e.g. two large
vertically-integrated manufacturer-developers)to win most or all of any auction’s capacity.
The Commission should start out with rules that encourage competition rather than
concentration. These rules can be modified over time if deemed necessary for some
empirically-justified reason (more than 20% drop-outs etc).

4. Minimum project size: The WDG market segment includes projects ranging from tiny (<
100kW) to small (<20 MW). Since it is clear that IOU resistance to FITs will increase with
project size, the FIT Coalition supports the staff proposal to establish different procurement
processes for projects in the 10 to 20 MW range, and we believe that the RAM process is
more viable for projects larger than 10 MW. In addition, it is vitally important to recognize
that it would artificially restrict the program to set the floor at | MW. We recommend that
the minimum project size be set at 100 kW. Since a project can only connect on one side of a
customer meter or the other, the FIT program will be completely separate from the California
Solar Initiative (CSI) or any other net metering program. Without this lower minimum
project size, however, perfectly feasible projects that don’t make sense under CSI (non-
owner occupied and/or split metered facilities, large roofs with small loads, etc) would be
precluded from participating in a FIT program that is perfectly-suited to unleash this
otherwise orphaned renewables potential. These smaller projects comprise a very large



proportion of the technical potential of customer-located renewables so it is imperative that
they be included in the Commission’s FIT program.

Location: It is anticipated that solar projects will represent a significant amount of the
generation developed under this program. To make the RAM process fair for solar projects,
the Commission’s auctions should group bidders for solar projects into three geographic
regions (north, central, and south) to recognize the variations in solar resources. Otherwise
solar projects in the south will have an unfair advantage and prevent many suitable locations
further north on the distribution grid from being developed. If the RAM mechanism’s rules
unduly favor any specific region there will be an unfair geographic imbalance in
stakeholders’ interests.

. Auction capacity: Effectively utilizing the full range of available capacity on the distribution
grid requires that the Commission make its program available to a broad range of project
sizes. As indicated above, this range of project sizes should range from 100 kW to 20 MW.
The 10 MW to 20 MW segment can be adequately addressed by a RAM process. However,
efficient utilization of the segment below 10 MW definitely requires modification to staff’s
proposal. Without these modifications, only the largest players and projects will win in the
bidding process because of their inherent economies of scale. This seems positive on the
surface if cost is the only consideration. However, deeper analysis reveals that if only large
projects can participate, the program will fail to meet all of the following goals of the
Commission:

a. Goal 3. “Focus on projects of a certain size that can effectively mitigate the market
and regulatory constraints (such as site control and permitting) that slow down
development of larger renewable projects.” Projects in the 2 MW to 10 MW range
are still very substantial projects so they will face much more challenging
development cycles (frequently longer than 18 months) with respect to site control,
location, design, permitting, construction, interconnection, etc. Smaller projects can
be developed more quickly due to their inherent simplicity. The program needs to
establish a mechanism to support the entire range of Wholesale Distributed
Generation projects.

b. Goal 7. “Adopt program design elements and a contract that adequately address
project viability.” If the program favors only the largest projects it would have a bias
that unfairly renders smaller projects impractical. In so doing, it could
unintentionally make project viability for smaller projects even more difficult than
under the current undesirable situation via the RPS RFO process.

c. Goal 8. “Facilitate interconnection of projects that efficiently utilize the existing
distribution system. If large projects are unfairly favored, the program will fail to
“efficiently utilize” the full range of capacity available on the distribution system.”
Instead, only a small slice of capacity will get utilized while a large remaining portion
of the available capacity on the distribution system will be orphaned, wasting those
potential benefits, including customer-sited WDG that carries that greatest Locational
Benefits (LBs) for ratepayers.

d. Goal 10. “Provide sufficient regulatory certainty to create a sustainable marketplace
for small distributed generation renewable developers.” If the largest developers and
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projects are favored, the program will definitely fail to “create a sustainable
marketplace for small distributed generation renewable developers.”

We recommend the following modifications in order to avoid the program defects
delineated above:

a. 75% of the FIT/RAM program capacity should be reserved for projects smaller
than 10 MW so that larger projects cannot consume the entire available capacity
of each auction.

b. Auction capacity should also be reserved for each of the geographic regions
mentioned in recommendation number 6 - “Location” directly above. Since the
Commission’s FIT program is targeted at distributed generation, the amount of
capacity reserved for each region should be based on the amount of electricity
used in each region. This information can be easily found at the California
Energy Commission’s website.

c. Auctions for projects smaller than 10 MW should also be separated into tiers by
the following size ranges:

i.  100kWto1 MW
ii. 1MWto5MW
iii. 5 MW to 10 MW

d. Auction capacity should be reserved for each of the above size ranges in order to
give the broadest group possible of developers and projects the opportunity to
participate in the program. If any available capacity is not successfully auctioned
that amount of capacity should be added to the subsequent auction until all
capacity is allocated for each region. There would be five auctions, one for each
size range for each region, for a total of 15 auctions each time. We propose that
the following percentages of each geographic region’s total auction capacity be
allocated by project size as follows (Commission could adjust these percentages):

i. 100kWto 1 MW -----mmmmmemee 20%.
ii. 1 MWto5MW 30%.
. SMWto 10 MW —--mmmmmmmmeeee 50%.

e. A spreadsheet is provided in Appendix E shows how the total auction capacity
target could be apportioned to include region and project size considerations.
Please refer to this spreadsheet to see the actual apportionment calculation.

7. Project diversification: The proposed structure’s preference for large projects means the
reliability of service delivery would potentially be more volatile because the power delivered
would be distributed over a smaller number of larger projects rather than from a broader base
of smaller projects. This could also complicate load balancing and reliability. Larger
projects also inherently take longer to develop so it could delay reaching program volume
targets. Lastly, a smaller group of larger projects means failure to complete implementation
of any project would have a larger negative impact on overall capacity goals. The PUC
needs to encourage structures that facilitate smaller projects and more broadly diversifies the
risk of project implementation and/or service delivery failures.

8. Program Cap: The proposed program cap should be increased from 1 GW over four years to
4 GW over the same timeframe. In 2008 the amount of generation in California that could be
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connected at the distribution level was estimated to be over 27 GW, and it is estimated to
double to over 40 GW by 2020."° Assuming only 20 GW of capacity, consuming it at 250
MW per year would take 80 years. That would be a poor way to capitalize upon the most
immediately available potential solution to California’sRPS mandates. Increasing the cap to
1 GW per year would enable the program to make a more meaningful contribution to the
RPS mandates. Raising the cap would allow a larger and more immediate positive economic
impact upon California in terms of job creation, desirable economic activitity, and tax
revenue growth. It would accelerate California’s ability to scale renewables, which directly
maximizes competition and minimizes ratepayer costs (goal 2). In addition, it is clear that
accelerating the achievement of a sustainable marketplace (goal 10), and allowing economic
efficiencies to be reached sooner (goal 13) are desirable goals; as stated in the Commission
proposal.

9. Must-take Contract: The FIT Coalition recommends usage of PG&E’s AB 1969 contract
since it is the shortest and most manageable available contract. It is important that the
Commission take responsibility to create a single statewide contract as there is no reason to
have multiple contracts throughout the State of California; and doing so would simply add
inefficiencies, potential market barriers, and ultimately drive costs higher for ratepayers.

4. If RAM is not your preferred pricing mechanism, please provide an alternative proposal that
addresses the guiding principles and how your proposal results in the procurement of viable and
low-cost projects within a capped program.

1. Use fixed FIT prices that are:

A. Cost-based.

B. Technology-based.

C. Project size-based
Attachment A to staffs’ System-Side Renewable Distributed Generation Pricing
Proposal'’ states that “The key aspect of this mechanism is that the policy provides a
long-term investment signal.” Using fixed prices based on the three criteria above is
undoubtedly a better way to meet the “key aspect” of the pricing mechanism than a
reverse auction mechanism where prices of winning bid are not made public. In addition,
including technology criteria is a better way to meet the Commission’s goal 1 “Be open
to all RPS-eligible technolgies...” because it provides a clearer price signal for all
technologies rather than simply taking the lowest bids using any technology. It is also a
better way to meet goal 5 of maximizing transparency. In addition, including project size
criteria will better meet goal 3 of focusing on projects of a size that can effectively
mitigate the market and regulatory constraints because it will facilitate projects of all
sizes rather than favoring just the larger projects. Lastly, goal 10, “providing sufficient
regulatory certainty to create a sustainable marketplace” would be more effectively met
because this approach is more transparent to all stakeholders.

2. The Commission should contract one or more truly independent consulting organizations
to annually compute the subsequent year’s cost-based FIT prices. This is the best way to
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ensure that the optimal balance of stakeholder interests is reflected in the FIT prices.
This is also an established and proven way to set annual cost-based FIT prices.

As stated in question 3 above, raise the program cap to 4 GW with a minimum of 1 GW
auctioned per year instead of a 1 GW cap over four years.

Include language defining a price adjustment mechanism in the FIT that adjusts prices for
the subsequent year based on the amount of over or under-subscription to the previous
year’s volume target. (The FIT Coalition would be happy to provide detailed language
for such a price adjustment mechanism if the Commission is interested.) This would
more effectively minimize ratepayer costs (goal 2) and establish just and reasonable rates
for buyer, seller, ratepayer, and society (goal 11) because rates would be under the direct
control of the Commission and could be adjusted annually according to performance,
versus leaving rates up to an auction process in an underdeveloped, noncompetitive
market which could be manipulated by large players.

Use the interconnection recommendations detailed in our response to question 3 above.

Require IOUs to accept interconnection as long as the project meets all the program’s
defined interconnection requirements. Use of Ontario-style pre-identification of
preferred interconnect locations and Vermont-style queuing via FERC SGIP Fast Track
screens or something similar to determine acceptable interconnection requirements. This
would enable simplification of the interconnection agreement which would go a long way
towards goal 4, “minimize the transactions costs for the seller, buyer, and the regulator.”
It would also contribute to goal 12, “Simplicity.”

Consider abolishing the requirement for a PPA between the IPP and the IOU by
incorporating the necessary language into the regulation and requiring that, once the IOU
and IPP agree in writing that all other required conditions have been met (interconnection
agreement), the IOU simply pays the IPP the price applicable under the regulation. This
is a much more efficient and cost effective process for all stakeholders and it has been
shown to work very effectively in Germany’s FIT program.. Doing this would meet goal
4, “minimize the transaction costs for the seller, buyer, and the regulator” and it would
also contribute substantially to goal 12, “Simplicity.” It seems a bit radical at first, but it
is actually a simple change and it has been proven to work effectively.

All documents, agreements, processes, definitions and terms used in the program should
be pre-defined to the extent possible, and as efficient and transparent as possible. Again,
this would meet goal 4, “minimize the transactions costs for the seller, buyer, and the
regulator” and goal 12, “Simplicity.” A list of the agreements, processes, and
terminology that should be defined by the program follows:

A. Documents and Agreements.
i.  Application Form.
ii.  Interconnection Agreement.
iii.  Technical Requirements.

13



1v.
V.
VI.
Vii.
Viil.

Operator Protocols.

Codes and Standards.

Feasibility Study Agreement.
System Impact Study Agreement.
Facilities Study Agreement

B. Processes

1.
1.
1ii.
1v.
V.
VI.
Vii.
Viil.

iX.
X.
X1.
Xil.
X1il.
X1v.
XV.
XVI.

Application process.
Notifications process.
Site Control process
Interconnection Queue Management process.
Application modification process.
Applications Eligible for Fast Track process.
Fast Track Screening Criteria and process.
Applications Not Eligible for Fast Track process.
a. Feasibility Study process.
1. Feasibility Study Preparation process.
2. Feasibility Study Report and Cost Reconciliation process
b. System Impact Study process.
1. System Impact Study Preparation process.
2. System Impact Study Report and Cost Reconciliation
process.
c. Facilities Study process.

1. Facilities Study Preparation process.

2. System Upgrade process.

3. Cost Reconciliation process.

4. Facilities Cost Responsibility process.
Certification of Generation Resource Equipment process.
Interconnection process.

Facilities Grouping process.
Equipment Testing process.
Interconnection Metering process.
Disconnection process.

Annual FIT Price Adjustment process.
Annual FIT Price Degression process.

C. Definitions and Terms (examples provided but this is not exhaustive).

1.
il.
1ii.
1v.
V.
Vi.
Vil.
Viil.
iX.

Application.

Automatic Disconnect Device.
Disconnect.

Emergency.

Facilities Study.

Fast Track.

Fast Track Screening Criteria.
Feasibility Study.

FERC.
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x.  Generation Resource.
xi.  IEEE.

xii.  Interconnecting Utility.
xiii.  Interconnection Agreement.
xiv.  Interconnection Facilities.

xv.  Interconnection Requester.
xvi.  Interconnection Queue.

xvii.  Operator Protocols.
xviii.  Point of Interconnection.

xix.  Radial Feeder.

xX.  System Impact Study.

xxi.  System Upgrades.

xxii.  Technical Requirements.

5. Staff has proposed a soft 1000 MW interim target over the next four years, which needs to be
converted into a revenue requirement. Please propose a methodology to calculate the revenue
requirement based on the 1000 MW interim target. Parties should address, at a minimum:

An overall program cap determined by a revenue requirement runs counter to the stated goals of
a long-term price signal and a sustainable marketplace. Because winning prices are not known
ahead of time, there is no certainty regarding how much of the overall revenue requirement each
auction will fulfill. Therefore, since developers have no way to predict how much capacity will
be available in future auctions, there is no long-term price signal or stable marketplace. Instead
of a revenue requirement, program caps in the system should be based on contracted capacity.
Each auction should specify the exact amount of generation capacity that is available. This
would send a clearer market signal that would encourage more effective market development.

6. Additional comments regarding the Energy Division FIT pricing proposal.

We feel it is critically important to target effective policy at the distribution market segment
because:

1. The distribution segment bypasses the large and unpredictable time delays associated
with projects that rely upon the transmission network.

2. There are substantial cost savings for ratepayers to be realized by locating and
interconnecting projects on the distribution network close to where the power is used
rather than utilizing the transmission grid. In fact, it is estimated that the locational
benefits of distributed generation energy make it 35% more valuable than energy
produced at large central power stations and transmitted over the transmission grid."

The WDG market segment has the greatest potential to bring renewable energy sources online
quickly in volumes that can actually meet the RPS mandated quantities and schedules. The
amount of generation in California that could currently be connected at the distribution level is
over 27 GW.
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C.

Pricing Structure Issues (Attachment B)

Responses to the questions set forth in Attachment B regarding FIT price structure (rate

design) are set forth below.

1. Who are the stakeholders with respect to the FIT?

9

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

NN R =

Ratepayers.

Children and Future Generations.

California’s Residents (Atmosphere and Environment).
California’s 2.3 Million Unemployed Residents.

RE Equipment Manufacturers.

IPPs.

Installers.

I0Us & LSEs.

PUC.

CEC.

California’s Government (Executive, Legislature, Judiciary).
California’s Taxpayers.

California’s Debt Holders.

California’s Fish and Wildlife.

California’s Water Resources

2. What are the interests of those stakeholders relative to the FIT?

1.

Ratepayers.

California’s ratepayers have an interest in stable and dependable electricity and
electricity rates. Renewable energy sources can deliver price stability because their fuel
is free. Renewable energy sources can deliver cost-effective electricity when brought
to scale. Renewable energy sources can deliver savings to ratepayers after the point at
which rates for conventional power exceed rates for renewable power. This inflection
point should be reached in approximately 2014 if an effective distributed market FIT is
implemented soon.” Another crucial effect that needs to be accounted for in this
analysis is the “Merit Order Effect.” This effect is described as the fuel cost savings
that are realized when conventional power is replaced by renewables. The Merit Order
Effect accelerates the cost savings for ratepayers and can shorten attainment of the
inflection point between conventional power costs and renewabbles costs to as little as
one year.'* Ratepayers should be freed from volatile, unpredictable, and ever-
increasing fuel costs. Ratepayers have an interest in developing clean energy sources to
replace California’s dirty generating facilities.

2. Children and Future Generations.
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California’s children and future generations deserve a sustainable energy infrastructure
the doesn’t pollute their environment, leaves them a planet that is as healthy as the one
current generations have enjoyed, frees them from the expensive and dangerous
responsibility of securing foreign energy sources, and leaves them with a healthy and
sustainable industry that produces jobs and prosperity for them and the state.

California’s Residents (Atmosphere and Environment).
The entire population of California has an interest in having the cleanest air and
environment possible.

California’s 2.3 Million Unemployed Residents.

The state currently has the second highest unemployment rate in the nation, behind only
Michigan. California’s unemployed people all have an interest in the state government
providing them with policies that generate jobs in healthy and sustainable industries.

RE Equipment Manufacturers.

RE equipment manufacturers have a direct interest in the state government establishing
policies that enable them to scale their technologies so they can compete on a
worldwide basis with their large European and Asian competitors. If California does
institute such policies soon these markets and the jobs, income, living standards, and
tax revenue that go with them will be lost to the foreign competitors who are already
taking the majority of the global business volume. California needs to wake up and
support its RE industry before it is too late.

IPPs.

California could quickly create a huge and robust RE development business if it would
establish a policy framework to unleash all the technical, business, and financial
interests that want to become active in the business of manufacturing, building,
financing, and operating distributed RE generating facilities.

Installers and Labor.

The state is full of talented installation businesses and installation experts who are
currently fighting over very small volumes of projects because the state has failed to
support the WDG market segment. A huge number of installers could quickly become
active and productive if WDG is allowed to develop through well designed FIT
policies.

IOUs & LSEs.

IOUs and LSEs need to meet aggressive RPS mandates. No meaningful progress has
been made towards the mandate in the past seven years and it is clear that the state will
fail to attain the 2010 20% mandate. Policy innovations are more important that
technology innovations in order to turn this failure around. New and improved policy
actions will be needed in order to make the RPS mandate a reality. Well designed FITs
are the obvious solution. California needs to learn from the many countries and regions
around the world that have seen success in bringing unparalleled levels of renewables
online via FITs and follow their example rather than trying to succeed by implementing

17



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

unproven, experimental policies and then giving them more time to see what happens.
While it is natural for the IOUs to resist competition from new power generators, it is
the job of the CPUC to implement sensible and effect policy that will achieve
California’s RPS mandates.

PUC.

The PUC has a strong interest in seeing that their FIT program is a strong success or
there will be ever increasing political support for a sweeping legislative mandate. A
legislative solution that forces the PUC to act would not be in the PUCs self interest.
Clearly, the PUC also has a strong interest in seeing that ratepayers are charged the
lowest rates possible for electricity and are provided with stable and reliable power
supplies; while achieving RPS mandates.

CEC.

In terms of influence and responsibility for RE, the CEC’s interests are to meet RPS
objectives on schedule and cost-effectively via policy innnovations. The CEC has
already made clear its belief that a 20MW-and-under comprehensive FIT is the proper
approach; via a cost-based pricing mechanism and a standard must-take contract.

California’s Government (Executive, Legislature, Judiciary).

The state’s government has an interest in being perceived as effective. So far,
California has little to support its claim of being a leader on RE policy and development
when compared with many other countries, and now an emerging group of other US
states and local governments as well. If California’s government wants its voters to
perceive it as effective on RE policy it has a very short window in which to pass more
effective FIT policy before it becomes glaringly apparent that California is a laggard in
this area.

California’s Taxpayers.

The taxpayers of California have an extremely strong interest in finding a way to
stimulate the economy and decrease the pressure for increased taxes. Well designed
FIT policies targeting specific RE market segments could generate a RE industry and
jobs boom in the state that is sustainable and doesn’t require any public borrowing or
additional increases to the state’s debt obligation. Energy is the largest industry in the
world. A comprehensive FIT is by far the most economically promising energy policy
opportunity available to the state. The state urgently needs to take advantage of this
opportunity

California’s Debt Holders.

Holders of California bonds would love to see the state get back on more solid financial
ground. Driving and supporting a robust RE industry is the best single opportunity to
make this happen. If the state does not get back to an improved financial position soon
the value of California’s debt may substantially decrease as lenders require ever higher
interest rates to be willing to lend money to the state.

California’s Treasury.
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Lenders will drive California’s borrowing costs up dramatically if the state does not
find a way to improve its financial position soon. If that happens the state Treasury will
have to pay a rapidly increasing proportion of its revenue as interest cost on the debt.
Therefore, the state Treasury has a strong interest in seeing effective new economic
polices that can move the state back towards healthy economic conditions without
additional public borrowing."” An effective WDG FIT program is the best opportunity
to bring the economy back to health and avoid higher state borrowing costs.

15. California’s Fish, Wildlife, Trees, and Plants.
California’s incredible natural wealth of fish, wildlife, trees, and plants is completely
reliant upon a healthy natural environment and stable environmental conditions for its
survival. Developing the ability to replace dirty generating facilities, and potentially
many hydro facilities, with clean and sustainable RE would be a tremendous benefit to
the safety and well-being of the state’s flora and fauna.

16. California’s Water Resources
Global warming threatens the state with increasingly volatile precipitation causing
more frequent and extreme drought and flood conditions, and possibly permanently
decreasing the amount of water available for the entire state. The state should be
implementing more effective FIT policies to safeguard our water resources and all the
people, wildlife, and plants that depend upon them.

3. What price components may be used in various pricing approaches and structures, and what
are the advantages and disadvantages relative to each price component?

The most effective price components to use are Energy Rate (cents/kWh) with Adjustments in
the context of FIT pricing which is cost-based, technology-based, and location-based. By
adjustments we do not mean adders. Instead, adjustment means adjusting prices annually to
account for actual demand as demonstrated by the prior year’s results and adjusting for
changes in costs of the technology and changes in other costs of development such as financing
and installation costs.

A built in degression rate is helpful and essential but an additional annual price adjustment
mechanism is also required. This mechanism typically takes the form of a FIT price reset
based on cost decreases from the prior year and another adjustment based on actual demand
experienced at the prior year’s prices. The price paid to IPPs should be fixed for the duration
of each agreement (20 years or more). Price adjustments for subsequent years should only be
applied to new projects applying within that same year. The advantage of this mechanism is it
provides the clearest possible price signal to the market and it creates the greatest degree of
certainty to stimulate scale and sustainability.

If the Commission moves ahead with a reverse auction-based pricing mechanism then the price
components become superfluous since prices will be set by reverse auction and will not be
publicly available information. It must be noted that experience has demonstrated that the
proposed auction mechanism with a cap is a substantially inferior method of promoting market
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development and it is very possible that it could actually create the unintended consequence of
higher rates for ratepayers.'® The one cost component that could be separated under a RAM-
type approach is the network upgrade costs, which could be neutralized by ratebasing them, or
having them as adders on top of the winning bid prices that would not include the relatively
unpredictable network upgrade costs.

4. What is the best combination of price components to meet stakeholder interests?

The least risky and best combination of price components to meet stakeholder interests are
Energy Rate (cents/kWh) with Adjustments in a cost-based, technology-based, and location-
based FIT pricing mechanism.

5. Ifthere are competing stakeholder interests, what is the best combination of price
components to reasonably balance competing interests.

The IOU interests will always be to protect their businesses from competition, but this is
counter to virtually all other stakeholders’ interests; and to the objectives of a FIT program and
the fulfillment of RPS mandates. It is clear that the Commission needs to conduct its
policymaking above the IOUs’ interests, and the Commission needs to focus on the following:
Ratepayers’ interest in low and stable rates.

Protecting the atmosphere and environment.

Leaving a sustainable and clean energy infrastructure for future generations.

Allowing IPPs to build a robust and sustainable distributed RE industy.

Scaling the equipment manufacturers so that they can drive costs down and compete on
a global basis.

Building a strong and sustainable installation industry.

Allowing IPPs to grow the distributed market quickly enough to create a large number
of new, well-paying jobs for California’s 2.3 million unemployed workers.

DAl

N

The best combination of price components to optimally balance stakeholder interests are
Energy Rate (cents’kWh) with Adjustments in a cost-based, technology-based, and location-
based FIT pricing mechanism.

6. Discuss whether or not the Commission should state a preference for certain price
components and price structures to be used in a Commission-adopted FIT. If so, identify and
discuss which components and structures should be preferred by the Commission.

As stated above, the optimal balance of stakeholder interests is met by utilizing the price

components of Energy Rate (cents/kWh) with Adjustments (as described above) in a cost-
based, technology-based, and location-based FIT pricing mechanism.
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7. Discuss whether or not the Commission should require certain price components and price
structures to be used in a Commission-adopted FIT. If so, identify and discuss which components
should be required by the Commission.

The Commission should require the price components of Energy Rate (cents/kWh) with
Adjustments (as described above) in a cost-based, technology-based, and location-based FIT
pricing mechanism because this would send the clearest market price signals, most effectively
develop a sustainable market, and yield the optimal balance of stakeholders’ interests.

8. State anything else that is material and relevant to the issue of pricing structure (rate design)
for a Commission-adopted FIT.

In addition, please comment on the following specific examples for a twenty year contract. Each
example applies to any FIT pricing approach (e.g., price based on seller’s cost, buyer’s avoided
cost, auction, bi-lateral negotiation, other).

9. Example A: If the sole or primary interest is to ensure cost recovery for the project, the
optimal payment may be a lump sum at the commercial operation date. Please comment.

There is built-in protection for the ratepayers to match energy payments with energy deliveries.
Unless the Commission plans to monitor WDG power plants for 20 years, then upfront payments
are not worth discussing. The only exception would be a partial buy-down to help emerging RE
technologies to be competitive in the otherwise per kWh-based approach.

10. Example B: If the project has both fixed and variable costs and the sole or primary interest
is to ensure cost recovery for the project, the optimal payment may be a lump sum at the
commercial operation for the fixed costs and payment of variable costs as incurred over time.
Please comment.

There is built-in protection for the ratepayers to match energy payments with energy deliveries.
Unless the Commission plans to monitor WDG power plants for 20 years, then upfront payments
are not worth discussing. The only exception would be a partial buy-down to help emerging RE
technologies to be competitive in the otherwise per kWh-based approach.

11. Example C: Assume that the primary interests are revenue certainty for the seller,
conservation (i.e., optimal use of resources), efficiency and equity. Assume that the selected
payment structure is a combination of fixed (e.g., dollars per month) along with demand and
energy prices, the demand price (dollars/kW per month) is at a fixed level (dollar amount) in the
contract for the life of the contract and paid upon performance (delivery), the initial energy
price (cents/kWh) is fixed in the contract, payment varies by time of delivery (TOD) based on
TOD factors, is paid based upon performance (delivery), and the energy rate is adjusted to the
market once every 5 years. Under this price structure, perhaps the fixed payment provides
revenue security for the project; the demand and energy rates provide an incentive for
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performance; and the periodic adjustment to the market provides assurance to both the project
and ratepayers that prices never vary too drastically from current market realities while the
seller’s variable costs (to the extent they vary with the market) are recovered without over- or
under-payment, thereby promoting efficiency and equity. Is this an optimal price structure?
Please comment.

The FIT Coalition feels that it has provided extensive price related recommendations in
questions 3 and 4 above. We feel that further elaboration on pricing in a purely hypothetical
context would not add value to our comments.

12. Example D: Assume the price structure is an energy payment only, and the initial average
overall price is $0.25/kWh to be paid by TOD factors set in the standard contract. To balance
competing interests (e.g., revenue security, conservation, efficiency, equity), assume the payment
is 80% fixed and 20% variable. That is, $0.20/kWh is paid for each delivered kWh over the life of
the contract. The remainder, $0.05/kWh, is paid the first 5 years, and is then subject to
adjustment to reflect the current market (e.g., formula in the contract that based on an index to
model seller’s variable costs), and is adjusted again at years 10 and 15. The TOD factors are
updated once at year 10 to align with the current TOD profile of the buyer. This price structure
might satisfy several interests including (a) simplicity (i.e., based only on energy price), (b)
providing some certainty to the seller of the payment type (energy only) and amount (with 80%
fixed and 20% subject to adjustment), (c) payment upon performance (to provide the incentive to
produce), (d) payment based on TOD (to provide the incentive to provide the product when
needed), (e) an update to a portion of the price (to align with the market), (f) an update to TOD
factors periodically (to align TOD factors with current market needs in order to give the seller
an incentive to shift production, if possible, to the times the electricity is needed), and (g)
revenue certainty for the majority (80%) of the payment (perhaps a benefit to the project) while
aligning a portion (20%) of the total payment with the current “market” (a potential benefit to
the project if the project has variable costs that vary with market conditions, and a potential
benefit to ratepayers so the total payment does not get too far out of alignment with market
realities). Please comment.

The FIT Coalition feels that it has provided extensive price related recommendations in
questions 3 and 4 above. We feel that further elaboration on pricing in a purely hypothetical
context would not add value to our comments.

13. Example E: Payment is made upon performance (i.e., an energy price paid in cents/kWh).
Renewable technologies (with storage) that can guarantee on-peak energy are encouraged (e.g.,
photovoltaic with storage would receive a different FIT level of payment than photovoltaic
without storage). To avoid over payment/under payment, FIT price levels are revisited annually
and revised according to the amount of energy delivered. Revised prices apply to new contracts,
but not existing contracts. If the amount of new FIT generation exceeds 2 percent of retail sales,
FIT price levels should drop by 10 percent. Please comment.
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The FIT Coalition feels that it has provided extensive price related recommendations in
questions 3 and 4 above. We feel that further elaboration on pricing in a purely hypothetical
context would not add value to our comments.

14. Other examples: Please provide other reasonable examples and explain whether or not the
Commission should consider or adopt elements of those examples.

The FIT Coalition feels that it has provided extensive price related recommendations in
questions 3 and 4 above. We feel that further elaboration on pricing in a purely hypothetical
context would not add value to our comments.

Finally, please address:

15. Based on a consideration of the range of stakeholder interests, various candidate price
components and examples, please state the specific price structure (rate design), if any, you
recommend be adopted by the Commission.

The Commission should require the price components of Energy Rate (cents/kWh) with
Adjustments (as described in question 4 above) in a cost-based, technology-based, and location-
based FIT pricing mechanism because such a structure would yield the optimal solution for
balancing stakeholders’ interests.

If the Commission chooses to use the RAM pricing mechanism then we recommend it include
modifications per our comments in question 3 above.

D. Pricing-Related Goals of an FIT (Attachment C)

E. Assessment of Recommendations on FIT Pricing (Attachments D and E)

F. Proposal to Take Official Notice of California Energy Commission FIT Final
Consultant Report

We are not clear which specific Consultant Report the Commission is referring to in this
question. We are aware of a report from Navigant Consulting to the California Energy
Commission’s Public Interest Energy Research Program (PIER) dated August 11, 20009, titled
“Distributed Renewable Energy Assessment.”'’ Since the Commission’s FIT program is
targeted at the distributed generation market, we recommend that the Commission take official
notice of the California Energy Commission’s Final Consultant Report on this subject.

This report assess the potential for “distributed energy resources (DRE)” to contribute to
California’s 33% RPS mandate. It contains valuable and helpful information including:
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How to assess the potential of distributed generation energy in California.
Constraints to development of distributed generation.

An analysis of the potential of various DRE technologies.

Which technologies have the greatest near-term potential.

An analysis of the distribution systems capacity in California.

How to calculate the distribution system’s capacity for additional DRE.

An estimate of how much DRE could be connected at the distribution level in 2008.
A forecast of how much DRE could be connected at the distribution level in 2020.
Key findings.

VXN R WD —

We respectfully call the Commission’s attention to this report for consideration.

We would also like to highlight the recent RETI report which addresses the dramatically falling
cost of PV and how it could contribute to meeting the 33% RPS target. RETI conducted a
sensitivity analysis for meeting the 33 percent renewables target primarily with distributed PV
and identified 27,500 MW of distributed PV potential that could produce 58,775 GWh per
year.'"® The RETI report states that the $3,700/kWe PV price assumption makes 45,000 GWh of
distributed renewable resources cost-competitive, the large majority of which are distributed PV
resources.'’ For the sake of analysis all of this distributed resource should be assumed to be PV.
This 45,000 GWh cost-competitive distributed PV resource is equivalent in size to the net short
renewable energy gap identified by the CEC in June 2009 of 45,481 GWh.

G. Additional Material Information

See Appendices to our comments at end of this document.
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I11.
CONCLUSION

The FIT Coalition supports the implementation of a comprehensive cost-based FIT
program addressing development of Wholesale Distributed Generation (WDG) in California.

The potential of WDGto bring massive amounts of RE online quickly far exceeds that of both the
net-metered market segment and the transmission-dependent central-station market segment. If
implemented effectively, this program could have a tremendously beneficial impact upon RE
development in California and the U.S.

The intent of our recommendations is to reach the optimal balance of stakeholders’
interests while simultaneously stimulating rapid development of large amounts of RE. The
overwhelming majority of empirical data on successfully implemented FIT programs shows, that
the best way to do this is with:

Cost-based FIT prices that incorporate technology, location, and project size.
Comprehensive and publicly available data on interconnection points.
Standardized, predictable, and predetermined “interconnection processes.
Simple, pre-defined, and cost effective procurement processes.

Streamlined standard must-take agreements.

20 years purchase terms.

N kR

Demand based price adjustment mechanisms, and automatic price degression.

The proposed RAM pricing mechanism introduces additional risks to the success of the
program because of its unproven nature, the immature state of the yet-to-be addressed WDG
market segment, and the lack of competition in the market. These additional risks include over-
concentration of supply, auction manipulation, potential collusion, a preponderance of large

projects, geographic concentration of facilities, exclusion of small and entry-level developers,
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exclusion of new-yet-promising technologies, lack of competition, higher eventual prices, lack of
clear market signals, lack of equity and debt financing, constrained market development,
inefficient utilization of the existing distribution system, and sub-optimal employment creation.
We have proposed a list of recommendations to the RAM pricing mechanism which addresses
these additional risks. We have also provided supporting documentation which we hope may be
useful to clarify improvements that could be incorporated.

Regardless of the pricing mechanism used, it is imperative that the Commission’s FIT
program make a clear distinction between the rules and processes applied to large and small
sized projects. We think 10 MW is a reasonable threshold for small projects; with a cost-based
approach utilized below and a RAM approach utilized above. Applied correctly, this could
establish a framework that enables successful participation of large and small players developing
the complete range of project sizes required to fully utilize the entire available potential of the
WDG market segment, which is unparalleled for at least the next decade due to the decades-long
transmission build-outs required to get central station renewables online.

In closing, we support the Commission for its initial effort to unleash the WDG market
segment. There is far more that needs to be done, and the FIT Coalition will continue to assist in
guiding the Commission and all other policymakers towards simple, fair, and effective policy
mechanisms.

Respectfully Submitted,
7  ammns

William S. Kammerer
Director of Policy
FIT Coalition

October 19, 2009
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Connection Availability Table - Station

Available

Station Name Bus Name Station é:‘c‘zﬁm Ava\l/ll?/\t;l)my é:‘c‘:ﬁtlyz Ava\l/ll?/\t;l)my Area Ar(e'avlz;;mt
Capacity (MW)

AGIMAK DS Total 7 29M1 0 Northwest 100
AGINCOURT TS Total 22 C10A 50 C4R 50 Central Note 1
AGINCOURT TS B 11 C10A 50 C4R 50 Central Note 1
AGINCOURT TS Y 11 C10A 50 C4R 50 Central Note 1

ALBION TS Total 11 M30A 0 M31A 0 East 1500

ALBION TS BQ 5 M30A 0 M31A 0 East 1500

ALBION TS JY 5 M30A 0 M31A 0 East 1500
ALLANBURG TS Total 22 A6C 110 A7C 100 Central Note 1

ALLISTON TS Total 61 E8V 140 E9V 140 Central Note 1
ALLISTON TS T2 0 E8V 140 E9V 140 Central Note 1
ALMONTE TS Total 25 M29C 200 East 1500
ALMONTE TS J 22 M29C 200 East 1500
ALMONTE TS Q 25 M29C 200 East 1500
ANDREWS TS Total 3 Gartshore 1 20 Gartshore 2 20 Northeast 300
ANJIGAMI TS Total 15 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northeast 300
ARDOCH DS Total 6 B1S 0 East 1500
ARMITAGE TS DESN 1 QJ 119 Bg2V 260 B33V 260 Central Note 1
ARMITAGE TS DESN 2 EY 87 B82V 260 B33V 260 Central Note 1
ARNPRIOR TS Total 15 C7BM 0 W6CS 0 East 1500
AYLMER TS Total 10 WT1A 70 West of London 150
BARRIE TS Total 69 E3B 120 E4B 160 Central Note 1
BASIN TS Total 11 H1L 10 H3L 50 Central Note 1
BASIN TS A5AB 5 H1L 10 H3L 50 Central Note 1
BASIN TS A7A8 5 H1L 10 H3L 50 Central Note 1
BATCHAWANA TS Total 0 Sault 3 0 Northeast 300
BATHURST TS DESN 1 Total 84 C18R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
BATHURST TS DESN 1 B 41 C18R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
BATHURST TS DESN 1 Y 43 C18R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
BATHURST TS DESN 2 Total 62 C18R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
BATHURST TS DESN 2 J 28 C18R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
BATHURST TS DESN 2 Q 34 C18R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
BATTERSEA DS Total 8 S1K 60 East 1500
BATTERSEA DS T1 7 S1K 60 East 1500
BATTERSEA DS T2 8 S1K 60 East 1500
BEACH TS - DESN1 Total 6 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
BEACH TS - DESN1 B1B2 0 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
BEACH TS - DESN1 Y1Y2 5 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
BEACH TS - DESN2 Total 8 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
BEACH TS - DESN2 J1J2 3 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
BEACH TS - DESN2 Q1Q2 5 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
BEAMSVILLE TS Total 34 Q2AH 0 Central Note 1
BEARDMORE DS Total 6 A4L 0 Northwest 100
BEAVERTON TS Total 72 M80B 70 M81B 70 Central Note 1
BELLE RIVER TS Total 7 K2z - (Note 2) K6Z - (Note 2) | West of London 150
BELLEVILLE TS Total 80 B23C 350 H23B 250 East 1500
BERMONDSEY TS DESN 1 J 10 C14L 50 C17L 50 Central Note 1
BERMONDSEY TS DESN 1 Q 11 C14L 50 C17L 50 Central Note 1
BERMONDSEY TS DESN 1 T1T2 21 C14L 50 C17L 50 Central Note 1
BERMONDSEY TS DESN 2 B 11 C14L 50 C17L 50 Central Note 1
BERMONDSEY TS DESN 2 T3T4 22 C14L 50 C17L 50 Central Note 1
BERMONDSEY TS DESN 2 Y 11 C14L 50 C17L 50 Central Note 1
BILBERRY CREEK TS Total 62 A2 40 H9A 50 East 1500
BIRCH TS Total 64 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northwest 100
BIRMINGHAM TS DESN 1 BY 5 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
BIRMINGHAM TS DESN 1 QJ 5 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
BIRMINGHAM TS DESN 1 T1T2 11 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
BIRMINGHAM TS DESN 2 EZ 3 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
BIRMINGHAM TS DESN 2 KD 22 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
BIRMINGHAM TS DESN 2 T3T4 24 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
BLOOMSBURG MTS Note 3 A1N 0 Central Note 1
BRACEBRIDGE TS Total 40 M6E 70 Central Note 1
BRAMALEA TS DESN 1 B 5 V41H 50 V42H 50 Central Note 1
BRAMALEA TS DESN 1 T1T2 11 V41H 50 V42H 50 Central Note 1
BRAMALEA TS DESN 1 Y 5 V41H 50 V42H 50 Central Note 1
BRAMALEA TS DESN 2 T3T4 0 V41H 50 V42H 50 Central Note 1
BRAMALEA TS DESN 3 T5T6 0 V41H 50 V42H 50 Central Note 1

BRANT TS Total 62 B12 110 B13 110 Central Note 1
BRANTFORD TS Total 5 M32W 110 M33W Central Note 1
BRANTFORD TS Y 5 M32wW 110 M33W Central Note 1
BRANTFORD TS Y4 0 M32wW 110 M33W Central Note 1

BRIDGMAN TS DESN 1 A1A2 5 L13W 10 L14W 10 Central Note 1
BRIDGMAN TS DESN 2 LA1&LA2 5 L13W 10 L14W 10 Central Note 1
BRIDGMAN TS DESN 3 LAG&LAS 5 L13W 10 L14W 10 Central Note 1
BRIDGMAN TS DESN 4 LA7&LA8 5 L13W 10 L14W 10 Central Note 1
BROCKVILLE TS Total 39 L20H 100 L22H 100 East 1500
BRONTE TS DESN 1 Total 64 B7 130 B3 130 Central Note 1
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BRONTE TS DESN 1 T5 54 B7 130 B3 130 Central Note 1
BRONTE TS DESN 1 T6 54 B7 130 B8 130 Central Note 1
BRONTE TS DESN 2 T2 54 B7 130 B3 130 Central Note 1
BROWN HILL TS Total 84 B82V 260 B33V 260 Central Note 1
BUCHANAN TS Total 42 W42L 240 W43L 240 West of London 150
BUCHANAN TS B 12 W42L 240 W43L 240 West of London 150
BUCHANAN TS Y 30 W42L 240 W43L 240 West of London 150
BUNTING TS Total 2 Q118 0 Q128 0 Central Note 1
BUNTING TS J 0 Q118 0 Q128 0 Central Note 1
BUNTING TS Q 5 Q118 0 Q128 0 Central Note 1
BURLEIGH DS Total 2 F1B 60 Northwest 100
BURLINGTON TS Total 107 Q23BM 40 Q25BM 60 Central Note 1
BURLINGTON TS BY 53 Q23BM 40 Q25BM 60 Central Note 1
BURLINGTON TS QJ 54 Q23BM 40 Q25BM 60 Central Note 1
BUTTONVILLE TS Total 21 P45 50 P46 50 Central Note 1
BUTTONVILLE TS Q 11 P45 50 P46 50 Central Note 1
BUTTONVILLE TS 4 10 P45 50 P46 50 Central Note 1
CALEDONIA TS Total 20 N1M 340 N5M 110 Central Note 1
CALSTOCK DS Total 5 H2N 0 Northeast 300
CAMBRIDGE NDUM MTS#1 Note 3 M20D 310 M21D 110 Central Note 1
CAMPBELL TS - DESN 1 Total 11 D6V 240 D7V 240 Central Note 1
CAMPBELL TS - DESN 1 BY 5 D6V 240 D7V 240 Central Note 1
CAMPBELL TS - DESN 1 QJ 5 D6V 240 D7V 240 Central Note 1
CAMPBELL TS DESN 2 Total 31 D6V 240 D7V 240 Central Note 1
CARDIFF TS Total 73 V41H 50 V42H 50 Central Note 1
CARLAW TS Total 5 H1L 10 H3L 50 Central Note 1
CARLAW TS A1A2 5 H1L 10 H3L 50 Central Note 1
CARLAW TS ABAT7 5 H1L 10 H3L 50 Central Note 1
CARLING TS Total 26 M4G 100 M5G 100 East 1500
CARLING TS KY 14 M4G 100 M5G 100 East 1500
CARLING TS Qz 13 M4G 100 M5G 100 East 1500
CARLTON TS DESN 1 T1T4 18 D10S 0 D9HS 0 Central Note 1
CARLTON TS DESN 2 BY 0 D10S 0 D9HS 0 Central Note 1
CARLTON TS DESN 2 KH 5 D10S 0 D9HS 0 Central Note 1
CARLTON TS DESN 2 T2T3 5 D10S 0 D9HS 0 Central Note 1
CAT LAKE MTS Note 3 E1C 20 Northwest 100
CAVANAGH MTS Note 3 C10A 50 C20R 50 Central Note 1
CECIL TS DESN 1 Total 5 H6LC 10 H8LC 10 Central Note 1
CECIL TS DESN 1 A1A2 0 H6LC 10 H8LC 10 Central Note 1
CECIL TS DESN 1 A3A4 5 H6LC 10 H8LC 10 Central Note 1
CECIL TS DESN 2 Total 36 H6LC 10 H8LC 10 Central Note 1
CECIL TS DESN 2 A5A6 14 H6LC 10 H8LC 10 Central Note 1
CECIL TS DESN 2 A7A8 22 H6LC 10 H8LC 10 Central Note 1
CEDAR TS DESN 1 Total 5 F11C 130 F12C 140 Central Note 1
CEDAR TS DESN 1 YB 5 F11C 130 F12C 140 Central Note 1
CEDAR TS DESN 1 ZE 0 F11C 130 F12C 140 Central Note 1
CEDAR TS DESN 2 QJ 35 B5G 50 B6G 90 Central Note 1
CENTRALIATS Total 30 L7S 30 Bruce 0
CENTRE POINT MTS Note 3 C7BM 0 East 1500
CHAPLEAU DS Total 0 e 40 Northeast 300
CHAPLEAU MTS Note 3 W2C 40 Northeast 300
CHARLES TS DESN 1 Total 25 L4C 100 L9C 10 Central Note 1
CHARLES TS DESN 1 A5AB 14 L4C 100 L9C 10 Central Note 1
CHARLES TS DESN 1 A7A8 11 L4C 100 L9C 10 Central Note 1
CHARLES TS DESN 2 Total 11 L12C 10 L4C 100 Central Note 1
CHARLES TS DESN 2 A1A2 5 L12C 10 L4C 100 Central Note 1
CHARLES TS DESN 2 A3A4 5 L12C 10 L4C 100 Central Note 1
CHERRYWOOD TS Total 82 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
CHESTERVILLE TS Total 33 L2M 30 East 1500
CLARABELLE TS Total 81 S22A 50 X23N 300 Northeast 300
CLARENCE DS Total 2 79M1 50 East 1500
CLARKE TS Total 74 W36 200 W37 200 West of London 150
CLEARWATER BAY DS Total 4 SK1 70 Northwest 100
CLERGUE TS Total 0 Clergue 1 0 Clergue 2 0 Northeast 300
COBDEN DS Total 8 X2y 40 East 1500
COBDEN TS Total 1 X2y 40 X6 40 East 1500
COBDEN TS T1 0 X2y 40 X6 40 East 1500
COBDEN TS T2 13 X2Y 40 X6 40 East 1500
COCHRANE MTS Note 3 A4H 0 Northeast 300
COCHRANE WEST DS Total 4 A4H 0 Northeast 300
CONISTON TS Total 0 L1S 50 Northeast 300
CONSTANCE DS Total 18 M18 0 Bruce 0
CONSTANCE DS T1 14 M19 0 Bruce 0
CONSTANCE DS T2 16 M20 30 Bruce 0
COOKSVILLE TS DESN 1 JQ 58 K21C 50 K23C 50 Central Note 1
COOKSVILLE TS DESN 2 BY 60 K21C 50 K23C 50 Central Note 1
CRAIG DS Total 10 D6 50 East 1500
CRAWFORD TS Total 64 J3E 0 J4E 0 West of London 150
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CROSBY TS DESN 1 Total 23 L20H 100 L21H 100 East 1500
CROSBY TS DESN 1 T1 22 L20H 100 L21H 100 East 1500
CROSBY TS DESN 1 T2 22 L20H 100 L21H 100 East 1500
CROSBY TS DESN 2 Total 47 L20H 100 L21H 100 East 1500
CROW RIVER DS Total 5 E1C 20 Northwest 100
CROW RIVER DS T3 4 E1C 20 Northwest 100
CROW RIVER DS T4 5 E1C 20 Northwest 100
CROWLAND TS Total 61 ABC 110 A7C 100 Central Note 1
CRYSTAL FALLS TS Total 19 H23S 50 H248 100 Northeast 300
CUMBERLAND DS Total 5 H9A 50 East 1500
CUMBERLAND DS T1 4 H9A 50 East 1500
CUMBERLAND DS T2 3 HO9A 50 East 1500
CUMBERLAND TS Total 11 B40C 200 B41C 200 Central Note 1
CUMBERLAND TS B 5 B40C 200 B41C 200 Central Note 1
CUMBERLAND TS Q 5 B40C 200 B41C 200 Central Note 1
D.A. WATSON TS Total 0 High Falls 1 0 High Falls 2 20 Northeast 300
DEEP RIVER DS Total 13 D6 50 Central Note 1
DEEP RIVER DS T1 5 D6 50 Central Note 1
DEEP RIVER DS T2 6 D6 50 Central Note 1
DEEP RIVER DS T3 6 D6 50 Central Note 1
DES JOACHIMS DS Note 3 D6 50 Central Note 1
DETWEILER TS Total 15 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
DOBBIN DS Total 15 P3S 50 East 1500
DOBBIN DS T1 14 P3S 50 East 1500
DOBBIN DS T2 13 P3S 50 East 1500
DOBBIN TS Total 72 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit East 1500
DOUGLAS POINT TS Total 22 B2oP | 100 [ B24P [ 100 Bruce 0
DRYDEN TS Total 21 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northwest 100
DUFFERIN TS DESN 1 Total 9 L13W 10 L15W 10 Central Note 1
DUFFERIN TS DESN 1 A1A2 5 L13W 10 L15W 10 Central Note 1
DUFFERIN TS DESN 1 A3A4 3 L13W 10 L15W 10 Central Note 1
DUFFERIN TS DESN 2 Total 8 L13W 10 L15W 10 Central Note 1
DUFFERIN TS DESN 2 A5A6 5 L13W 10 L15W 10 Central Note 1
DUFFERIN TS DESN 2 A7A8 2 L13W 10 L15W 10 Central Note 1
DUNDAS TS Total 72 B3 90 B4 90 Central Note 1
DUNDAS TS #2 Total 53 B12 110 B13 110 Central Note 1
DUNNVILLE TS Total 0 Q2A 90 Central Note 1
DUPLEX TS DESN 1 Total 11 D6Y 240 L16D 10 Central Note 1
DUPLEX TS DESN 1 A1A2 5 D6Y 240 L16D 10 Central Note 1
DUPLEX TS DESN 1 A3A4 5 D6Y 240 L16D 10 Central Note 1
DUPLEX TS DESN 2 A5A6 1 D6Y 240 L16D 10 Central Note 1
DYMOND TS Total 19 W71D 150 Northeast 300
EAR FALLS TS Total 11 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northwest 100
ECHO RIVER TS Total 18 P22G 40 Northeast 300
EDGEWARE TS Total 6 W44LC 300 W45LC 380 West of London 150
EDGEWARE TS B 8 W44LC 300 W45LC 380 West of London 150
EDGEWARE TS Y 0 W44LC 300 W45LC 380 West of London 150
ELGIN TS DESN 1 Total 7 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
ELGIN TS DESN 1 DK 5 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
ELGIN TS DESN 1 JQ 2 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
ELGIN TS DESN 2 Total 25 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
ELLESMERE TS Total 22 C2L 50 C3L 50 Central Note 1
ELLESMERE TS J 11 C2L 50 C3L 50 Central Note 1
ELLESMERE TS Q 11 C2L 50 C3L 50 Central Note 1
ELLIOT LAKE TS Total 26 B3E 90 B4E 120 Northeast 300
ELMIRATS Total 13 D10H 70 Central Note 1
ERINDALE TS DESN 1 Total 16 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
ERINDALE TS DESN 1 E 11 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
ERINDALE TS DESN 1 Q 5 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
ERINDALE TS DESN 2 YZ T3T4 95 R14T 0 R17T 0 Central Note 1
ERINDALE TS DESN 3 BJ T5T6 104 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
ESPANOLA TS Total 19 S2B 50 Northeast 300
ESPLANADE TS Total 58 H2JK 10 H9EJ 10 Central Note 1
ESPLANADE TS A1A2 17 H2JK 10 H9EJ 10 Central Note 1
ESPLANADE TS J1J2 23 H2JK 10 HOEJ 10 Central Note 1
ESPLANADE TS Q1Q2 17 H2JK 10 H9EJ 10 Central Note 1
ESSEXTS Total 54 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit West of London 150
ETON DS Total 8 K3D 0 Northwest 100
EVERETT TS Total 63 E8V 140 E9V 140 Central Note 1
FAIRBANK TS DESN 1 YZ 65 K1W 10 K3wW 10 Central Note 1
FAIRBANK TS DESN 2 BQ 59 K1W 10 K3W 10 Central Note 1
FAIRCHILD TS DESN 1 B 11 C18R 50 C20R 50 Central Note 1
FAIRCHILD TS DESN 1 BY 22 C18R 50 C20R 50 Central Note 1
FAIRCHILD TS DESN 1 Y 11 C18R 50 C20R 50 Central Note 1
FAIRCHILD TS DESN 2 J 5 C18R 50 C20R 50 Central Note 1
FAIRCHILD TS DESN 2 Q 11 C18R 50 C20R 50 Central Note 1
FAIRCHILD TS DESN 2 QJ 15 C18R 50 C20R 50 Central Note 1
FALLOWFIELD DS Note 3 S7M 0 East 1500
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FAUQUIER DS Total 2 H9K 0 Northeast 300
FERGUS TS Total 79 D6V 240 D7V 240 Central Note 1
FINCH TS DESN 1 B 11 C20R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
FINCH TS DESN 1 T1T2 22 C20R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
FINCH TS DESN 1 Y 11 C20R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
FINCH TS DESN 2 J 11 C4R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
FINCH TS DESN 2 Q 11 C4R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
FINCH TS DESN 2 T3T4 22 C4R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
FOREST JURA DS Total 1 S2N 0 West of London 150
FOREST JURA DS T1 16 S2N 0 West of London 150
FOREST JURA DS T2 0 S2N 0 West of London 150
FOREST LEA DS Total 8 D6 50 Central Note 1
FOREST LEA DS T1 7 D6 50 Central Note 1
FOREST LEA DS T2 6 D6 50 Central Note 1
FORT FRANCES MTS Note 3 F1B 60 Northwest 100
FORT FRANCES TS T3 54 K24F 50 F25A 50 Northwest 100
FORT WILLIAM TS Total 20 Q4B 100 Q5B 100 Northwest 100
FRONTENAC TS Total 67 B5QK 40 Q3K 110 East 1500
GALT TS Total 22 M20D 310 M21D 110 Central Note 1
GALT TS J 11 M20D 310 M21D 110 Central Note 1
GALT TS Y 11 M20D 310 M21D 110 Central Note 1
GERRARD TS DESN 1 A1A2 20 H1L 10 H3L 50 Central Note 1
GERRARD TS DESN 2 A7A9 25 H1L 10 H3L 50 Central Note 1
GLENDALE TS BJ 3 Q118 0 Q128 0 Central Note 1
GLENDALE TS DQ 1 Q11S 0 Q12S 0 Central Note 1
GLENDALE TS T1T2 4 Q118 0 Q128 0 Central Note 1
GLENDALE TS DESN 2 EY T3T4 0 DI9HS 0 D10S 0 Central Note 1
GLENGROVE TS DESN 1 A1A2 25 DeY 240 L2Y 30 Central Note 1
GLENGROVE TS DESN 2 A5A6 24 DéeY 240 L2Y 30 Central Note 1
GODERICH TS Total 0 61M18 50 Bruce 0
GOREWAY TS DESN 2 T4 0 V42H 50 V43 50 Central Note 1
GOREWAY TS DESN1 B 11 V42H 50 V43 50 Central Note 1
GOREWAY TS DESN1 BY 22 V42H 50 V43 50 Central Note 1
GOREWAY TS DESN1 Y 11 V42H 50 V43 50 Central Note 1
GOULAIS BAY TS Total 0 Sault 3 0 Northeast 300
GRAND BEND EAST DS Total 17 L7S 30 Bruce 0
GRAND BEND EAST DS T1 15 L7S 30 Bruce 0
GRAND BEND EAST DS T2 15 L7S 30 Bruce 0
GREELY DS Total 21 M1R 40 East 1500
GREELY DS T 18 M1R 40 East 1500
GREELY DS T2 19 M1R 40 East 1500
HALTON TS Total 103 T38B 50 T39B 50 Central Note 1
HALTON TS J 51 T38B 50 T39B 50 Central Note 1
HALTON TS Q 51 T38B 50 T39B 50 Central Note 1
HAMILTON GAGE TS DESN 1 Total 0 K1G 10 K2G 40 Central Note 1
HAMILTON GAGE TS DESN 1 T1 0 K1G 10 K2G 40 Central Note 1
HAMILTON GAGE TS DESN 1 T2 0 K1G 10 K2G 40 Central Note 1
HAMILTON GAGE TS DESN 1 T7 0 K1G 10 K2G 40 Central Note 1
HAMILTON GAGE TS DESN 2 T3T4 0 B10 190 B11 190 Central Note 1
HAMILTON GAGE TS DESN 3 T5T6 0 B10 190 B11 190 Central Note 1
HAMILTON GAGE TS DESN 4 T8T9 81 B10 190 B11 190 Central Note 1
HANLON TS Total 30 B5G 50 B6G 90 Central Note 1
HANOVER TS Total 70 B4V 0 B5V 0 Bruce 0
HARROWSMITH DS Total 10 B5QK 40 East 1500
HARROWSMITH DS T1 8 B5QK 40 East 1500
HARROWSMITH DS T2 8 B5QK 40 East 1500
HAVELOCK TS Total 32 H24C 50 H27H 250 East 1500
HAWKESBURY MTS #1 Note 3 79M1 50 East 1500
HAWTHORNE TS Total 79 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit East 1500
HEARST TS Total 25 F1E 0 Northeast 300
HERRIDGE LAKE DS Total 2 D2L 50 Northeast 300
HIGHBURY TS Total 70 W6NL 140 WoL 140 West of London 150
HINCHEY TS Total 0 F10MV 110 V1i2M 110 East 1500
HINCHINBROOKE DS Total 5 B5QK 40 East 1500
HOLLINGSWORTH TS Total 0 Hollingsworth 40 R2K 50 Northeast 300
HORNER TS Total 97 R15K 0 R2K 50 Central Note 1
HORNER TS B 49 R15K 0 R2K 50 Central Note 1
HORNER TS Y 48 R15K 0 R2K 50 Central Note 1
HORNING TS Total 68 M27B 230 M28B 230 Central Note 1
HORNING TS B 34 M27B 230 M28B 230 Central Note 1
HORNING TS Q 34 M27B 230 M28B 230 Central Note 1
HOYLE DS Total 13 P7G 130 Northeast 300
INGERSOLL TS Total 22 M32w 110 M33W 380 West of London 150
INGERSOLL TS E 11 M32wW 110 M33W 380 West of London 150
INGERSOLL TS 4 11 M32wW 110 M33W 380 West of London 150
IROQUOIS FALLS DS Total 6 A5H 0 Northeast 300
JARVIS TS Total 47 N21J 430 N22J 430 Central Note 1
JELLICOE DS Total 1 AdL 0 Northwest 100
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JIM YARROW MTS Note 3 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
JOHN TS DESN 1 A17A18 Note 3 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
JOHN TS DESN 1 A4A6 Note 3 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
JOHN TS DESN 2 A13A14 Note 3 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
JOHN TS DESN 2 A3A5 Note 3 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
JOHN TS DESN 3 A11A12 Note 3 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
JOHN TS DESN 3 A15A16 Note 3 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
KALAR MTS Note 3 A36N 120 A37N 120 Central Note 1
KANATA MTS #1 Note 3 C3S 350 M32S 300 East 1500
KAPUSKASING TS Total 27 K38S 0 Northeast 300
KEITH TS DESN 1 BY 14 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit West of London 150
KEITH TS DESN 2 T1 0 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit West of London 150
KENORA DS Total 8 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northwest 100
KENORA MTS Note 3 15M1 100 Northwest 100
KENT TS DESN1 B T1T2 0 L28C - (Note 2) L29C - (Note 2) | West of London 150
KENT TS DESN1 BY 104 L28C - (Note 2) L29C - (Note 2) | West of London 150
KENT TS DESN1 Y T1T2 4 L28C - (Note 2) L29C - (Note 2) | West of London 150
KENT TS DESN2 E T4 29 L28C - (Note 2) L29C - (Note 2) | West of London 150
KING EDWARD TS Total 6 A4K 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
KING EDWARD TS JY T3T4 3 A4K 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
KING EDWARD TS QZ T3T4 3 A4K 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
KINGSTON GARDINER TS Total 126 X2H 350 X4H 350 East 1500
KINGSVILLE TS Total 8 K2z - (Note 2) K6Z - (Note 2) | West of London 150
KIRKLAND LAKE TS Total 19 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northeast 300
KITCHENER MTS#1 Note 3 D11K 110 D12K 110 Central Note 1
KITCHENER MTS#3 Note 3 D7F 10 D9F 50 Central Note 1
KITCHENER MTS#4 Note 3 D11K 110 D12K 110 Central Note 1
KITCHENER MTS#5 Note 3 F11C 130 F12C 140 Central Note 1
KITCHENER MTS#6 Note 3 M20D 310 M21D 110 Central Note 1
KITCHENER MTS#7 Note 3 D7F 10 D9F 50 Central Note 1
KLEINBURG TS 27.6 KV BY T1T2 10 V43 50 V44 50 Central Note 1
KLEINBURG TS 44 KV JQT1T2 18 V43 50 V44 50 Central Note 1
LAFOREST ROAD DS Total 20 H6T 0 Northeast 300
LAKE TS DESN 1 Total Note 3 B18H 190 B20H 280 Central Note 1
LAKE TS DESN 2 Total 11 B18H 190 B20H 280 Central Note 1
LAKE TS DESN 2 J1J2 5 B18H 190 B20H 280 Central Note 1
LAKE TS DESN 2 Q1Q2 5 B18H 190 B20H 280 Central Note 1
LAMBTON TS Total 40 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit West of London 150
LAMBTON TS DT5 20 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit West of London 150
LAMBTON TS Y T6 20 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit West of London 150
LARCHWOOD TS Total 14 S5M 40 Northeast 300
LAUZON TS DESN1 QB 65 C23Z - (Note 2) C247 - (Note 2) | West of London 150
LAUZON TS DESN2 EJ 33 C23z - (Note 2) C247 - (Note 2) | West of London 150
LEASIDE TS DESN 1 A1A2Q1Q2 5 C2L 50 C3L 50 Central Note 1
LEASIDE TS DESN 2 BY 5 C2L 50 C3L 50 Central Note 1
LESLIE TS DESN Total 0 C5R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
LESLIE TS DESN H1 0 C5R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
LESLIE TS DESN H2 0 C5R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
LESLIE TS DESN 1 Total 1 C5R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
LESLIE TS DESN 1 BY 1 C5R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
LESLIE TS DESN 2 Total 22 C5R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
LESLIE TS DESN 2 J 11 C5R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
LESLIE TS DESN 2 Q 11 C5R 50 P21R 50 Central Note 1
LIMEBANK MTS Note 3 L2M 30 East 1500
LINCOLN HEIGHTS TS Total 0 C7BM 0 F10MV 110 East 1500
LINCOLN HEIGHTS TS B 0 C7BM 0 F10MV 110 East 1500
LINCOLN HEIGHTS TS Y 0 C7BM 0 F10MV 110 East 1500
LINDSAY TS Total 75 M80B 70 M81B 70 Central Note 1
LINDSAY TS T1 62 M80B 70 M81B 70 Central Note 1
LINDSAY TS T2 75 M80B 70 M81B 70 Central Note 1
LISGAR TS Total 5 M4G 100 M5G 100 East 1500
LISGAR TS JY 0 M4G 100 M5G 100 East 1500
LISGAR TS Qz 5 M4G 100 M5G 100 East 1500
LODGEROOM DS Total 8 B1S 0 East 1500
LODGEROOM DS T1 8 B1S 0 East 1500
LODGEROOM DS T2 7 B1S 0 East 1500
LONGLAC TS Total 4 A4L 0 Northwest 100
LONGUEUIL TS Total 32 B5D 0 D5A 50 East 1500
LONGWOOD TS Total 49 L24L 110 L26L 110 Bruce 0
LORNE PARK TS Total 22 B15C 0 B16C 0 Central Note 1
LORNE PARK TS B 11 B15C 0 B16C 0 Central Note 1
LORNE PARK TS J 11 B15C 0 B16C 0 Central Note 1
MALVERN TS Total 21 C4R 50 C5R 50 Central Note 1
MALVERN TS J 11 C4R 50 C5R 50 Central Note 1
MALVERN TS Q 10 C4R 50 C5R 50 Central Note 1
MANBY TS DESN 1 BY 35 R2K 50 R15K 0 Central Note 1
MANBY TS DESN 2 Qz 37 R1K 0 R13K 0 Central Note 1
MANBY TS DESN 3 VF 78 R2K 50 R15K 0 Central Note 1
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MANITOULIN TS Total 21 S2B 50 Northeast 300
MANITOULIN TS T3 17 S2B 50 Northeast 300
MANITOULIN TS T4 26 S2B 50 Northeast 300
MANITOUWADGE DS Total 3 M2W 20 Northwest 100
MANITOUWADGE TS Total 11 M2W 20 Northwest 100
MANORDALE MTS Note 3 S7M 0 East 1500
MANOTICK DS Total 7 TIM 0 East 1500
MANOTICK DS T1 8 T1M 0 East 1500
MANOTICK DS T2 5 TM 0 East 1500
MARATHON DS Total 4 K6F 0 Northwest 100
MARCHWOOD MTS Note 3 S7M 0 East 1500
MARGACH DS Total 6 K6F 0 Northwest 100
MARGACH DS T1 6 K6F 0 Northwest 100
MARGACH DS T2 6 K6F 0 Northwest 100
MARIONVILLE DS Total 16 L2M 30 East 1500
MARKHAM MTS #1 Note 3 P21R 50 P22R 50 Central Note 1
MARKHAM MTS #3 Note 3 C35P 50 C36P 50 Central Note 1
MARTINDALE TS Total 67 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northeast 300
MASSEY DS Total 4 S2B 50 Northeast 300
MAZINAW DS Total 4 X1P 0 East 1500
MEADOWVALE TS Total 132 T38B 50 T39B 50 Central Note 1
MEAFORD TS Total 2 S2S 0 Central Note 1
MERIVALE MTS Note 3 A3RM 50 A8M 90 East 1500
MIDHURST TS Total 121 M6E 70 M7E 70 Central Note 1
MINAKI DS Total 6 K4wW 20 Northwest 100
MINAKI DS T1 6 K4w 20 Northwest 100
MINAKI DS T2 6 K4W 20 Northwest 100
MINDEN TS Total 31 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
MINDEN TS T1 15 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
MINDEN TS T2 29 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
MODELAND TS Total 0 N21W 80 N22W 70 West of London 150
MODELAND TS J 0 N21W 80 N22W 70 West of London 150
MODELAND TS Q 10 N21W 80 N22W 70 West of London 150
MOHAWK TS Total 10 B3 90 B4 90 Central Note 1
MOHAWK TS B 5 B3 90 B4 90 Central Note 1
MOHAWK TS Y 5 B3 90 B4 90 Central Note 1
MONTEITH DS Total 7 A9K 0 Northeast 300
MOOSE LAKE TS Total 0 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northwest 100
MOOSE LAKE TS T2 5 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northwest 100
MOOSE LAKE TS T3 0 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northwest 100
MOOSONEE DS Total 11 M9K 40 Northeast 300
MORRISBURG TS Total 50 L1MB 50 L2M 30 East 1500
MOULTON MTS Note 3 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit East 1500
MOUNTAIN CHUTE DS Total 2 W3B 0 East 1500
MURILLO DS Total 0 B6M 0 Northwest 100
MURRAY TS DESN 1 Total 11 A36N 120 A37N 120 Central Note 1
MURRAY TS DESN 1 Qz 5 A36N 120 A37N 120 Central Note 1
MURRAY TS DESN 1 Y1Y2 5 A36N 120 A37N 120 Central Note 1
MURRAY TS DESN 2 Total 6 A36N 120 A37N 120 Central Note 1
MURRAY TS DESN 2 J 0 A36N 120 A37N 120 Central Note 1
MURRAY TS DESN 2 K 5 A36N 120 A37N 120 Central Note 1
MUSKOKA TS Total 74 M6E 70 M7E 70 Central Note 1
N.O.T.L. MTS #2 Note 3 Q118 0 Central Note 1
N.O.T.L. YORK MTS Note 3 Q128 0 Central Note 1
NAPANEE TS Total 19 X21 200 X22 270 East 1500
NAPANEE TS B T1 34 X21 200 X22 270 East 1500
NAPANEE TS Y T2 26 X21 200 X22 270 East 1500
NAVAN DS Total 4 H9A 50 East 1500
NEBO TS DESN 1 BY 61 Q24HM 10 Q29HM 50 Central Note 1
NEBO TS DESN2 TS 5 Q24HM 10 Q29HM 50 Central Note 1
NELSON TS DESN 1 BQ 24 W5N 140 W6NL 140 West of London 150
NELSON TS DESN 2 Total 11 W5N 140 W6NL 140 West of London 150
NELSON TS DESN 2 PK 5 W5N 140 W6NL 140 West of London 150
NELSON TS DESN 2 YJ 5 W5N 140 W6NL 140 West of London 150
NEPEAN EPWORTH MTS Note 3 M4G 100 M5G 100 East 1500
NEPEAN TS Total 105 M32S 300 East 1500
NESTOR FALLS DS Total 2 K6F 0 Northwest 100
NEWINGTON DS Total 8 L2M 30 East 1500
NEWTON TS Total 11 B3 90 B4 90 Central Note 1
NEWTON TS B 5 B3 90 B4 90 Central Note 1
NEWTON TS Y 5 B3 90 B4 90 Central Note 1
NIAGARA WEST MTS Note 3 Q23BM 40 Q25BM 60 Central Note 1
NIPIGON DS Total 2 57M1 0 Northwest 100
NORFOLK TS Total 37 C12 120 C9 120 Central Note 1
NORTH BAY TS Total 15 L5H 50 Northeast 300
NORTH SHORE DS Total 1 T1B 0 Northeast 300
NORTHBROOK DS Total 8 B1S 0 East 1500
NORTHERN AVE. TS Total 18 Northern Ave 0 Northeast 300




Available

Station Name Bus Name Station CS“EJCZ‘?P; Av(al\lllst;/)l)llty (.‘,Slltjc‘L?tWZ Av(al\lllst;/n)llty Area An(a'\z;lvbl;mt
Capacity (MW)
OAKVILLE TS Total 22 B15C 0 B16C 0 Central Note 1
OAKVILLE TS E 11 B15C 0 B16C 0 Central Note 1
OAKVILLE TS Z 11 B15C 0 B16C 0 Central Note 1
ORANGEVILLE TS 27 KV - DESN1 Total 53 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
ORANGEVILLE TS 44 KV - DESN1 Total 24 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
ORANGEVILLE TS DESN2 Total 13 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
ORILLIATS Total 91 M6E 70 M7E 70 Central Note 1
OSHAWA G.M. TS Note 3 H24C 50 H26C 50 East 1500
OTONABEE TS DESN 1 Total 13 C28C 200 H24C 50 East 1500
OTONABEE TS DESN 1 J 5 C28C 200 H24C 50 East 1500
OTONABEE TS DESN 1 Q 8 C28C 200 H24C 50 East 1500
OTONABEE TS DESN 2 Total 12 C28C 200 H24C 50 East 1500
OTONABEE TS DESN 2 B 6 C28C 200 H24C 50 East 1500
OTONABEE TS DESN 2 Y 6 C28C 200 H24C 50 East 1500
OVERBROOK TS Total 8 A4K 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
OVERBROOK TS J 3 A4K 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
OVERBROOK TS Q 5 A4K 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
OWEN SOUND TS Total 102 B27S 0 B28S 0 Bruce 0
PALERMO TS Total 66 T36B 50 T37B 50 Central Note 1
PALMERSTON TS Total 57 D10H 70 Bruce 0
PARRY SOUND TS Total 0 E26 210 E27 210 Central Note 1
PEMBROKE TS Total 16 X6 40 X2Y 40 East 1500
PERRAULT FALLS DS Total 1 E4D 40 Northwest 100
PETAWAWA DS Total 6 D6 50 Central Note 1
PETAWAWA DS T1 5 D6 50 Central Note 1
PETAWAWA DS T2 4 D6 50 Central Note 1
PIC DS Total 0 M2W 20 Northwest 100
PICTON TS Total 31 X21 200 X22 270 East 1500
PLEASANT TS DESN 2 Total 99 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
PLEASANT TS DESN 2 BY 42 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
PLEASANT TS DESN 2 EZ 57 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
PLEASANT TS DESN 3 Total 5 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
PLEASANT TS DESN 3 F 2 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
PLEASANT TS DESN 3 V 3 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
PLEASANT TS DESN1 Total 101 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
PORT ARTHUR TS Total 10 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northwest 100
PORT COLBORNE TS Total 24 C2P 70 Central Note 1
PORT HOPE TS DESN 1 Total 51 P3S 50 P4S 70 East 1500
PORT HOPE TS DESN 2 Total 70 P3S 50 P4S 70 East 1500
POWERLINE MTS Note 3 B12 110 B13 110 Central Note 1
PRESTON TS Total 19 M20D 310 M21D 110 Central Note 1
PRESTON TS J 10 M20D 310 M21D 110 Central Note 1
PRESTON TS Q 9 M20D 310 M21D 110 Central Note 1
PUSLINCH DS Total 21 B5G 50 B6G 90 Central Note 1
PUSLINCH DS T1 15 B5G 50 B6G 90 Central Note 1
PUSLINCH DS T2 16 B5G 50 B6G 90 Central Note 1
RAMORE TS Total 9 A9K 0 Northeast 300
RED LAKE TS Total 40 E2R 50 Northwest 100
RED ROCK DS Total 4 56M1 0 Northwest 100
REXDALE TS Total 106 V74R 50 V76R 50 Central Note 1
REXDALE TS BY 56 V74R 50 V76R 50 Central Note 1
REXDALE TS QJ 50 V74R 50 V76R 50 Central Note 1
RICHMOND DS Note 3 S7M 0 East 1500
RICHMOND HILL MTS #1 Note 3 V71P 50 V75P 50 Central Note 1
RICHMOND HILL MTS #2 Note 3 V71P 50 V75P 50 Central Note 1
RICHVIEW TS DESN 1 E 11 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
RICHVIEW TS DESN 1 EJ 22 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
RICHVIEW TS DESN 1 J 11 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
RICHVIEW TS DESN 2 Total 97 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
RICHVIEW TS DESN 2 Q 50 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
RICHVIEW TS DESN 2 Y4 47 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
RICHVIEW TS DESN 3 Total 64 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Central Note 1
RIVERDALE TS Total 23 A3RM 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
RIVERDALE TS JY 13 A3RM 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
RIVERDALE TS Qz 11 A3RM 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
ROCKLAND DS Total 8 79M1 50 East 1500
ROCKLAND EAST DS Total 8 79M1 50 East 1500
ROCKLAND EAST DS T1 6 79M2 50 East 1500
ROCKLAND EAST DS T2 7 79M3 50 East 1500
RUNNYMEDE TS Total 79 K11W 10 K12W 10 Central Note 1
RUSH MTS Note 3 D8S 70 D10H 70 Central Note 1
RUSSELL DS Total 2 M1R 40 East 1500
RUSSELL TS Total 11 A5RK 50 ABR 50 East 1500
RUSSELL TS BY 5 A5RK 50 ABR 50 East 1500
RUSSELL TS Qz 5 A5RK 50 ABR 50 East 1500
SAM LAKE DS Total 19 K3D 0 Northwest 100
SAPAWE DS Total 2 B6M 0 Northwest 100
SCARBORO TS - DESN1 Total 22 C14L 50 C2L 50 Central Note 1




Available

Station Name Bus Name Station CS“EJCZ‘?P; Av(al\lllst;/)l)llty (.‘,Slltjc‘L?tWZ Av(al\lllst;/n)llty Area An(a'\z;lvbl;mt
Capacity (MW)
SCARBORO TS - DESN1 J 11 C14L 50 C2L 50 Central Note 1
SCARBORO TS - DESN1 Q 11 C14L 50 C2L 50 Central Note 1
SCARBORO TS - DESN2 Total 14 C15L 50 C3L 50 Central Note 1
SCARBORO TS - DESN2 B 4 C15L 50 C3L 50 Central Note 1
SCARBORO TS - DESN2 Y 11 C15L 50 C3L 50 Central Note 1
SCHEIFELE MTS Note 3 D6V 240 D7V 240 Central Note 1
SCHREIBER WINNIPG DS Total 4 A5A 0 Northwest 100
SEAFORTH TS Total 33 B22D 0 B23D 0 Bruce 0
SHABAQUA DS Total 4 B6M 0 Northwest 100
SHABAQUA DS T2 1 B6M 0 Northwest 100
SHARBOT DS Total 4 B5QK 40 East 1500
SHEPPARD TS DESN 1 T1T2 68 C15L 50 C16L 50 Central Note 1
SHEPPARD TS DESN 2 T3T4 75 C15L 50 C16L 50 Central Note 1
SHININGTREE DS Total 2 T61S 20 Northeast 300
SIDNEY TS Total 41 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit East 1500
SIOUX NARROWS DS Total 1 K6F 0 Northwest 100
SLATE FALLS DS Total 2 E1C 20 Northwest 100
SLATER TS Total 16 A3RM 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
SLATER TS B1B2 5 A3RM 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
SLATER TS J1J2 5 A3RM 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
SLATER TS Q1Q2 5 A3RM 50 A5RK 50 East 1500
SMITHS FALLS TS Total 72 L21H 100 L22H 100 East 1500
SMOOTH ROCK FALLS DS Total 7 H9K 0 Northeast 300
SMOOTH ROCK FALLS DS T1 7 H9K 0 Northeast 300
SMOOTH ROCK FALLS DS T2 6 H9K 0 Northeast 300
SOUTH GLOUCESTER DS Total 4 M1R 40 East 1500
SOUTH MARCH TS Total 71 C3S 350 M32S 300 East 1500
SOWERBY DS Total 4 T1B 0 Northeast 300
SPANISH DS Total 7 S2B 50 Northeast 300
ST ANDREWS TS Total 57 N6C 110 N7C 100 West of London 150
ST ISIDORE TS Total 15 B5D 0 D5A 50 East 1500
ST LAWRENCE TS Total 74 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit East 1500
ST MARYS TS Total 29 L7S 30 Bruce 0
ST THOMAS TS DESN 1 Total 11 TIT 100 Wa3T 60 West of London 150
ST THOMAS TS DESN 2 Total 22 TI1T 100 Wa3T 60 West of London 150
STANLEY TS Total 11 Q3L 130 Q4N 0 Central Note 1
STANLEY TS BY 5 Q3L 130 Q4N 0 Central Note 1
STANLEY TS QJ 5 Q3L 130 Q4N 0 Central Note 1
STAYNER TS Total 82 E20S 300 E21S 300 Central Note 1
STEWARTVILLE TS Total 22 W3B 0 W6CS 0 East 1500
STIRTON TS Total 12 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
STIRTON TS BY 11 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
STIRTON TS Qz 1 HL3 130 HL4 130 Central Note 1
STRACHAN TS DESN 1 Total 6 H2JK 10 K6J 10 Central Note 1
STRACHAN TS DESN 1 A5A6 3 H2JK 10 K6J 10 Central Note 1
STRACHAN TS DESN 1 A7A8 3 H2JK 10 K6J 10 Central Note 1
STRACHAN TS DESN 2 Total 6 H2JK 10 K6J 10 Central Note 1
STRACHAN TS DESN 2 A1A2 3 H2JK 10 K6J 10 Central Note 1
STRACHAN TS DESN 2 A3A4 3 H2JK 10 K6J 10 Central Note 1
STRATFORD TS Total 78 B22D 0 B23D 0 Bruce 0
STRATHROY TS Total 8 W2s 40 West of London 150
STRIKER DS Total 8 T1B 0 Northeast 300
STRIKER DS T1 11 T1B 0 Northeast 300
STRIKER DS T2 8 T1B 0 Northeast 300
TALBOT TS DESN 1 T1T2 64 W36 200 W37 200 West of London 150
TALBOT TS DESN 2 Total 22 W36 200 W37 200 West of London 150
TALBOT TS DESN 2 J1J2 11 W36 200 W37 200 West of London 150
TALBOT TS DESN 2 Q1Q2 11 W36 200 W37 200 West of London 150
TEMAGAMI DS Total 3 D2L 50 Northeast 300
TERAULEY TS DESN 1 Total 11 C5E 50 C7E 0 Central Note 1
TERAULEY TS DESN 1 A1A2 5 C5E 50 C7E 0 Central Note 1
TERAULEY TS DESN 1 A7A8 5 C5E 50 C7E 0 Central Note 1
TERAULEY TS DESN 2 Total 11 C5E 50 C7E 0 Central Note 1
TERAULEY TS DESN 2 A3A4 5 C5E 50 C7E 0 Central Note 1
TERAULEY TS DESN 2 A5A6 5 C5E 50 C7E 0 Central Note 1
THORNTON TS Total 102 H24C 50 H26C 50 East 1500
THOROLD TS Total 11 D1A 0 D3A 0 Central Note 1
THOROLD TS BY 5 D1A 0 D3A 0 Central Note 1
THOROLD TS EQ 5 D1A 0 D3A 0 Central Note 1
TILBURY TS Total 0 K2z - (Note 2) West of London 150
TILBURY WEST DS Total 0 K2z - (Note 2) West of London 150
TILBURY WEST DS T1 14 K2z - (Note 2) West of London 150
TILBURY WEST DS T2 0 K2z - (Note 2) West of London 150
TILLSONBURG TS Total 20 WTIT 0 West of London 150
TIMMINS TS Total 61 Not expected to be limited by a supply circuit Northeast 300
TOMKEN TS DESN1 Total 103 R14T 0 R17T 0 Central Note 1
TOMKEN TS DESN2 Total 104 R19T 0 R21T 0 Central Note 1
Toronto MAIN TS Total 10 H11L 10 H7L 50 Central Note 1




Available

Station Name Bus Name Station CS“EJCZ‘?P; Av(al\lllst;/)l)llty (.‘,Slltjc‘L?tWZ Av(al\lllst;/n)llty Area An(a'\z;lvbl;mt
Capacity (MW)
Toronto MAIN TS A1A2 5 H11L 10 H7L 50 Central Note 1
Toronto MAIN TS A3A4 5 H11L 10 H7L 50 Central Note 1
TRAFALGAR TS Total 63 T38B 50 T39B 50 Central Note 1
TROUT LAKE TS Total 81 H24S 100 W71D 150 Northeast 300
UPLANDS MTS #2 Note 3 A8M 90 East 1500
VALORA DS Total 2 29M1 0 Northwest 100
VANSICKLE TS Total 18 D10S 0 D9HS 0 Central Note 1
VAUGHAN MTS #2 Note 3 V71P 50 V75P 50 Central Note 1
VAUGHAN MTS #3 Note 3 V43 50 V44 50 Central Note 1
VERMILION BAY DS Total 4 K3D 0 Northwest 100
VERNER DS Total 6 L1S 50 Northeast 300
VINELAND DS Total 14 Q2AH 0 Central Note 1
VINELAND DS T1 14 Q2AH 0 Central Note 1
VINELAND DS T2 16 Q2AH 0 Central Note 1
WALKER TS Total 62 Z1E - (Note 2) Z7E - (Note 2) | West of London 150
WALLACE TS Total 15 D2M 0 Central Note 1
WALLACE TS T3 24 D2M 0 Central Note 1
WALLACE TS T4 0 D2M 0 Central Note 1
WALLACEBURG TS Total 26 N5K - (Note 2) West of London 150
WANSTEAD TS Total 0 S2N 0 West of London 150
WANSTEAD TS T1T2 21 S2N 0 West of London 150
WANSTEAD TS T3 0 S2N 0 West of London 150
WARDEN TS Total 97 C14L 50 C17L 50 Central Note 1
WARDEN TS J 48 C14L 50 C17L 50 Central Note 1
WARDEN TS Q 49 C14L 50 C17L 50 Central Note 1
WARREN DS Total 6 L1S 50 Northeast 300
WARREN DS T1 5 L1S 50 Northeast 300
WARREN DS T2 5 L1S 50 Northeast 300
WATERLOO NORTH MTS 3 Note 3 D6V 240 D7V 240 Central Note 1
WAUBAUSHENE TS Total 60 E26 210 E27 210 Central Note 1
WENDOVER DS Total 15 79M1 50 East 1500
WENDOVER DS T1 14 79M1 50 East 1500
WENDOVER DS T2 15 79M1 50 East 1500
WESTON LAKE DS Total 7 T61S 20 Northeast 300
WHARNCLIFFE DS Total 4 T1B 0 Northeast 300
WHITBY TS - 27.6 kV DESN1 (T1&T2) - BY BY 11 H24C 50 H26C 50 East 1500
WHITBY TS - 44 kV DESN1 (T1&T2) - EZ EZ 11 H24C 50 H26C 50 East 1500
WHITBY TS - 44kV DESN2 (T3&T4) T3T4 120 B23C 350 M29C 200 East 1500
WHITE RIVER DS Total 0 M2W 20 Northwest 100
WHITEFISH DS Total 5 S2B 50 Northeast 300
WILHAVEN DS Total 26 H9A 50 East 1500
WILHAVEN DS T1 21 H9A 50 East 1500
WILHAVEN DS T2 21 H9A 50 East 1500
WILSON TS DESN 1 Total 110 B23C 350 M29C 200 East 1500
WILSON TS DESN 2 Total 107 B23C 350 M29C 200 East 1500
WILTSHIRE TS DESN 1 T1T6 55 K1W 10 K3wW 10 Central Note 1
WINDSOR MALDEN TS Total 40 c21J - (Note 2) Cc22J - (Note 2) | West of London 150
WINDSOR MALDEN TS B 0 c21J - (Note 2) C22J - (Note 2) | West of London 150
WINDSOR MALDEN TS Y 40 c21J - (Note 2) Cc22J - (Note 2) | West of London 150
WINGHAM TS Total 58 B22D 0 B23D 0 Bruce 0
WINONA TS Total 52 Q2AH 0 Central Note 1
WOLVERTON DS Total 19 D1W 90 Central Note 1
WOLVERTON DS T1 15 D1W 90 Central Note 1
WOLVERTON DS T2 15 D1W 90 Central Note 1
WONDERLAND TS Total 71 N21W 80 N22W 70 West of London 150
WOODBRIDGE TS BY Note 3 V43 50 V44 50 Central Note 1
WOODBRIDGE TS 27.6 Total 11 V43 50 V44 50 Central Note 1
WOODBRIDGE TS 44 kV QE 0 V43 50 V44 50 Central Note 1
WOODROFFE TS T1T2 22 C7BM 0 F10MV 110 East 1500
WOODROFFE TS T3T4 22 C7BM 0 F10MV 110 East 1500
WOODSTOCK TS Total 73 W7W 110 W12W 110 West of London 150

Note 1: Not expected to be limiting

Note 2: Some of the cells for circuit availability for West of London Area Circuits are marked with a dash. This is due to the fact that the OPA has received a directive
from the Minister of Energy and Infrastructure to reserve 260 MW of bulk transmission capacity in Essex County for generating facilities whose proponents have
signed a province-wide framework agreement with the Province. The connection points for these renewable generation projects have not been finalized at this time.
We will update this Table once more information becomes available.

Note 3: Under review, please contact OPA at FIT.Connectinfo@powerauthority.on.ca with station name

Revised: Oct. 2, 2009




Appendix B

Hydro One Distribution Connections Allocated Capacity List

As per Distribution System Code this list represents the Allocated Capacity on stations owned by Hydro One as of October 14, 2009.

Hydro One intends to update the list of allocated capacity on a weekly basis.

Connection Impact Assessments (CIAs) in progress will result in changes to the Allocated Capacities as the ClAs are completed.
Example Station

STATION NAME
Station Total Capacity = XX MW

In this box there will be a

hyperlink(s) to an upstream

Bus Capacity (MW)  |Bus 1 Name = Capacity in MW|Bus 2 Name = Capacity in MW/ TS or downstream DS if
Feeder 1 Feeder 2 Feeder 3 Feeder 4 applicable.
Name Name Name Name

Total MW on | Total MW on | Total MW on | Total MW on

Allocated Capacity (MW) Feeder 1 Feeder 2 Feeder 3 Feeder 4

NOTE:
Allocations to the left of the Allocations to the right of the
double red line are on bus 1 double red line are on bus 2

and contribute to bus 1's and contribute to bus 2's
allocated capacity. They also | allocated capacity. They also
contribute to the entire contribute to the entire

station's allocated capacity. station's allocated capacity.

ADDISON DS y .
ADDISON DS is downstream
GopaclyEIZ MW — of BROCKVILLE TS M6
[Riosated Capacty W) |0
AGIMAK DS
Capaciy = 7MW
& 7z
[Riocated Capacty (MW) 0
AGINCOURT TS Station may Supply
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW. another LDC's territory.
B0 Capacty (] T 5-108 T V=108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
Wz | Wi ] We | W | wio | Wiz | Mi ] W5 [ W5 | W7 | Wi locator ool to find LDC
[Riocated Capacty (W) T o [ o T o [ o | o [ © T o [ o
I ALBION TS 1 Station may SUpPly
[ Capacily = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.
For any formafion of nquiries please contadt Hydro Ofiawa Refer to OPA FIT LDC.
locator tool to find LDC.
ALEXANDER DS
Capaciy = 16 MW
&l
[Aiocated Capacty (MW) 79
ALLANBURG TS

Capacity = 21.8 MW,

M6 M7 M8
[Riocated Capacty W) | 0 | 0 | 1©

ALLISTON TS
Capacity = 615 MW
1 M2

™ [1E] ) V5 6
[Allocated Capacity (MW) s [ © 20 | 10 | © 20

I ALMONTE TS
Capacity = 29.1 MW

[Riocated Capaety i) |15 |0 |
ARDOCH DS
Capacily = 6.5 MW
F1 F2
[Allocated Capacity (VW) 0
ARMITAGE TS DESN 1 [ Staton may supply |
Capaciy = 118 MW another LDC's territory.
[ Wit [ Wiz [ wis | wmia | wer W22 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 1 0 T 0 0 0| 0 30 0 0 locator tool to find LDC.
ARMITAGE TS DESN 2 Station may supply
Capacity = 852 MW another LDC's territory.
Uy Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 20 0 0 0 0 15 0 locator tool to find LDC.

ARNPRIOR TS
Capacity = 33.1 MW
2
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 10 20
AYLMER TS Tation may SUpPly
Capaciy = T0 MW another LDC's territory
Wz Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0.8 locator tool to find LDC.
AZILDA DS

AZILDA DS is dou m of
cL

Capacity = 4.6 MW RABELLE TS M8

F1

I
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 02

BARRIE TS tation may supply
Capacity = 68.5 MW another LDC's territory.
| M| M4 W5 M6 | M7 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o [ © 0O | 0 [ 0o o [ © locator tool to find LDC. |
[ BASIN TS | Station may supply
[ Capacity = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.
[ For any or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro | Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC




BATHURST TS DESN 1

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

BATHURST TS DESN 2

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

locator tool to find LDC.

Station may Supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

[ BATTERSEA DS

F1

[Rocated Capacity (W) o5 [ o0

BEACH TS - DESN1

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

For any information or inquiries please contact Horizon Utiliies Corporation

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

BEACH TS - DESN2

“Capaclty = Sum of Buses MW.

For any information or inquiries please contact Horizon Utiliies Corporation

locator tool to find LDC.

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

Capacity = 651 MW

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

T M2 [1E] 23 V5 3 M7 Ve
[Allocated Capacity (VW) o [ o 0 | 0 [ o 0 | 0 [ o

locator tool to find LDC.

BEACHBURG DS BEACHBURG DS is
Capacity = 4 MW downstream of COBDEN TS
[ F2 M2
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | S
BEAMSVILLE TS Station may supply
Capacily = 32.4 MW another LDC's territory.
T Wz NE] WA Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | 0 ] 20 [ 0 T 0 locator tool to find LDC.
BEARDMORE DS
Capacity = 6.1 MW
I L O I
[Allocated Capacity (MW) "0 | o7 | o0 [ ©
BEAVERTON TS PORT BOLSTER DS s
Capacity = 71.6 MW downstream of BEAVERTON
M23 [ M24 [ M25 M26 M27 M28 M29 M30 IS M27
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ | 95 | 0 20 201 0 0
BELLE RIVER TS
Capacity = 26.9 MW
M1 M2 M3 M4
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ 05 | 199 0| 0
BELLEVILLE TS Station may supply
Capacily =80 5 MW another LDCs territory. | T 2y ui e e
i) Mz 3 Wi W5 [ V7] _we ) Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Alocated Capacty W) | 0|20 O "0 208 [ 20 20 10 0 locator tool to find LDC
BERMONDSEY TS DESN 1 Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacty (MW) 7=99 G=108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
M28 locator tool to find LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 0 0 0 0
[ BERMONDSEY TS DESN 2 Tation may SUpply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
V=105 T =108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
W | We ME | W0 | Wiz | Wi | W3 W5 | W7 | W | Wit locator tool to find LDC
o0 [ 0 0_| 0 [ 0 | 0 | © 0 | 0 [ 0 | o0
BILBERRY CREEK TS Station may supply
Capacity = 59.4 MW another LDC's territory.
M| w2 W3 | Wa | W5 I3 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Alocated Capacty W) | 0|0 TR I ) 0 locator tool to find LDC
BIRCH TS Station may supply

BIRMINGHAM TS DESN 1

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

[Bus Capacity (MVY)

QU

[Allocated Capacity (MW)

T =
Wi [ w2 L L
o [ © 0 | 0 [ O©

Station may Supply
another LDC's territory
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

BIRMINGHAM TS DESN 2
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.

[Bus Capacity (MW} EZ-27 KD =216 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[ w0 [ it ] Wiz | mis | wmia | wrd | et locator tool to find LDC.
[Allocated Capacity (VW) [0 [ o [ o [ o0 [ o | 0 [ o

BIRR DS
|
[Allocated Capacity (VW) 03
BRACEBRIDGE TS
Capacity = 40 MW
20
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0
BRAMALEA TS DESN 1 tation may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (VW) I Y=54 I B=54 Refer to OPAFITLDC
Mz ] Wa_| We | M8 | Wio [ Wiz | Wi | M3 [ WMs | w7 | W9 | Wit locator tool to find LDC.
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) [0 [ o [ 0 [ o [ o [ 0 | © 0 [ o0 [ 0 [ o [ o
BRAMALEA TS DESN 2 Station may supply
apacity = 0 MW, another LDC's territory.
W23 | W25 | W27 | W29 | WM2a | W26 | We Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o [ o [ T I I ) locator tool to find LDC



BRAMALEA TS DESN 3

Station may Supply

Capacty = 61 MW
[ Wi [ Wiz | wis | wia | wer
[Aocated Capacity (MV) o [ o [ o0 [ 7 [ 199

(2]
20 0 0

Capacity = 0 MW another LDC's territory.

Maa_| Mas | W48 | Ms0 | M43 | Was | War Refer to OPA FIT LDC

Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o [ o [ o [ o T o T 0 locator tool to find LDC
BRANT TS Talion may SUpply

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

BRANTFORD TS Talion may SUpply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) T Y=54 T Z=-54 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[ Mzl [ W23 | Wios | W27 | W29 | Weo | W24 | W6 | W28 [ W30 locator tool to find LDC.
[Aiocated Capacity (V) [0 [ o [ 0 [ o0 | o | o0 [ 0 [ & [ 0o [ 0
[ BRIDGMAN TS DESN 1 | Station may supply
1 Capacity =5.4 MW | another LDC's territory.
| For any or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

[ BRIDGMAN TS DESN 2 |
I Capacity = 5.4 MW
[ For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro 1

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

[ BRIDGMAN TS DESN 3 |
I Capacity = 5.4 MW 1

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

[ Station may supply |

another LDC's territory,
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

[ BRIDGMAN TS DESN 4 |
[ Capacity = 5.4 MW

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

L Forany or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro |

locator tool to find LDC.

BROCKVILLE SCHOFIELD DS
Capacity = 2.1 MW

Fa1

BROCKVILLE SCHOFIELD.
BROCKVILLE TS M3

[Allocated Capacity (MW)

[X]

BRONTE TS DESN 1
Capacity = 63.9 MW

[Bus Capacty (V) T T5-542 T

T6-545
7

EN|

W8

[ Station may supply |

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC

3 WE | W7 | Wz [ wa ]
I 0 [ o0 | o [ o0 ] o0

E TS DESN 2
54 MW

[Aocated Capacity (MW) 1 o T

Tation may Supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

iz W28
0 0 0 0 0

[Allocated Capacity (MW)

BROWN HILL TS
Capacity = 82.5 MW
[ AR W12

| Mz 3
[Aocated Capacity (VW) [0 [ o 20 | 0 | 20 ] 30

[ BUCHANAN TS

Tation may SUppIy

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

another LDC's territory.

B =304 Y =30.5
T T Wor [ w5 [wes | wor [ woo [ war | wer [ wea [ Weo | W [ Wm0 [ wee |
20 0 0 0 0 0 19.9 0 0 0 0

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

[ BUNTING TS ]
| Capacity = Sum of Buses MW. 1

For any information or inquiries please contact Horizon Utilities Corporation

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

BROCKVILLE TS ADDISON DS s downstream BROCK\/\LLESCHOF\ELD' SPENCERVILLE DS is’ |
Capacily = 36 MW S BROCKULLE T Me ] is of of BROCKVILLE
T Wi [ Wz | W | Wi [ W [ W6 [ Wi | BR BROCKVILLETS M3 |
[Aiocated Capacity (V) o [ 70 [ o1 [ o [ o0 ] o [ o5

Tation may Supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

BURLEIGH DS
Capacity = 2.2 MW
&l 72
[Alocated Capacity (MW) I
BURLINGTON TS tation may supply’
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacty (MW) T BY=518 T Qi=527 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
MT_] WMz | W3 | M4 | M5 [ W6 | WMol | Wz | We3 | W34 | Mas | W6 locator tool to find LDC
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) o [ o [0 [0 [ o [ o0 ] 0 [ 0 [ o [ o0 ] [
BUTTERNUT DS BUTTERNUT DS is
Capacily = 11.4 MW c
72
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) o
BUTTONVILLE TS Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacty (MW) T Q=108 T 7-98 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
M M3 M5 T M7 [ M9 T Mt | M2 [ M4 | M6 M8 W10 | M2 locator tool to find LDC
[Aiocated Capacity (MW) o [ o 0 [ o0 [ o [ o0 ] 0 [ o [ o 0 [ 0 ]
CALEDONIA TS tation may supply’
Capacity = 40 MW another LDC's territory.
M3 M4 M5 M6 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (V) 0 20 20 0 locator tool to find LDC. |
CALSTOCK DS
Capacly = 4.9 MW
&l 72
[Aocated Capacity (MW) 0
CAMPBELL TS - DESN 1
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW
T BY-54 Qi=54
[T [ w2 [ wis | wmia ] V33| M34_ | M4l | Mz | Ma3 | Waad
o [ o [ 0 [0 [ o [ o0 [ 0 [ 0 | o [ 0 [ 0 [ 0 | o0 [ 0 [ 0 [ ©




CAMPBELL TS DESN 2

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

Capacity = 302 MW

3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Station may Supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

CARDIFF TS Tation may SUpply
Capacity = 70 MW another LDC's territory.
| AN m _wa ]M_s_!:Ms [ w7 | ™8 MO__|_M10 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o [0 0O [ 0 [ o 0O [0 10O 0o [ 0 locator tool to find LDC.
[ CARLAW TS | [ Station may supply |
[ Capacity = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.
For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC
[ CARLING TS | Station may supply
[ Capacily = Sum of Buses MW ] another LDC's territory.
L Forany i or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa | Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC
CARLTON TS DESN 1 Station may supply
Capacity = 18.1 MW another LDC's territory.
M3 [ M2 T M5 T MT6 Refer to OPA FITLDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) ] o [ o [ 0 T © locator tool to find LDC
CARLTON TS DESN 2
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW
[Bus Capacity (MW) BY =0 KH = 5.4
W25 | M1 MI0_| M2l | M7 ] Wi7_| M8 | SAT A6 A2 | A3 | A4
[ATocated Capacity (MW) 0 [ 0 [ 0 [0 [ 0 | o ] 36 [ 0 [ 0 | 0 [ 0 [ 0 [ 0

[ CECIL TS DESN 1 |
[ Capacily = Sum of Buses MW 1

For any information of inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

Station may supply
another LDC's territory,
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

[ CECIL TS DESN 2 |
[ Capadily = Sum of Buses MW 1
L For any i of inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro |

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

[ CEDAR TS DESN 1 ]
[ Capadity = Sum of Buses MW 1
I For any information or inquiries please contact Guelph Hydro |

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

[ CEDAR TS DESN 2 |
| Capacity = 35.3 MW. |

ty.
For any information or inquiries please contact Guelph Hydro

CENTRALIA TS
Capacity = 29.4 MW
I W3] W4
[Aocated Capacity (MW) I 0| 18

CHAPLEAU DS
Capagcity = 0 MW

Tation may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC. |

[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 [

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

[ CHARLES TS DESN 1 |
[ “Capaclty = Sum of Buses MW, 1

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.

I For any o Inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.
[ CHARLES TS DESN 2 | Station may supply
I Capachly = Sum of Buses MW 1 another LDC's territory.
| For any or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.
CHERRYWOOD TS Station may supply
Capacity = 77.4 MW another LDC's territory.
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 3 M7 M8 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ 0 0 [ o [ 0 0o [ o [ 0o locator tool to find LDC.
CHESTERVILLE TS
Capacity = 32.1 MW
Mz [
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) 0
CLARABELLE TS Station may supply
Capacity = 76.5 MW another LDC's territory.
(1] M5 W6 12 5 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ 27 18 [ 27 [ 02 locator tool to find LDC.
CLARENCE DS
Capacity = 2 MW
G
[Alocated Capacity (MW) "o [ o
CLARKE TS Tation may SUpply
Capacity = 70.5 MW another LDC's territory.
| (T L T L Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (VW) o [ 203 0 [ 0 [ o 0 | 0 [ O locator tool to find LDC.
CLEARWATER BAY DS
Capacity = 4.2 MW,
&l 2
[Aiocated Capacity (MW) J
COBDEN DS
Capacity = 7.6 MW
F2 | 3 [ P4
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o T 0
[ COBDEN TS BEACHBURG DS is | NORTHCOTE DS is. |
Capactly = 13.7 MW downstream of COBDEN TS | downstream of COBDEN TS |
M2 M2

[Bus Capacity (VW) [T1= 109
| w6

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

BIRR DS is downstream of

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.




COBOCONK DS
Capacity = 6 MW.

F2

COBOCONK DS is
il TS

I
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 05

COCHRANE WEST DS
Capacily = 3.8 MW
T 72
[Aocated Capacity (VW) T [ o
CONISTON TS
Capacily = 0 MW
M| W5
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) o [ o
CONSTANCE DS
Capacily = 17.7 MW,
[Bus Capaciy (VW) ]
]
[Alocated Capacity (MW) [0 | 708 [ o7
COOKSVILLE TS DESN 1 Station may supply
Capacity = 57.1 MW another LDC's territory.
T W0 [ Wiz [ Wid | Wil | M5 | W9 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o T 0o T o | o [ © locator tool to find LDC.
COOKSVILLE TS DESN 2 Station may supply
Capacity = 59.2 MW another LDC's territory.
[ Wi [ wio [ wzi | wmis | w0 | w2 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) I o [ o [T o T o0 [ 0 0 locator tool to find LDC.
CRAIG DS
Capacity = 10 MW
F1_] 2 [ 3
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o T 0
CRAWFORD TS Tation may SUpply
Capacity = 61.6 MW another LDC's territory.
W5 3 T M8 | M8 | W9 | W0 | Wil | Wiz | W3 | w4 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) T T T T 0 0 [ 0 | 0 1 0 [ 0 | © locator tool to find LDC.
CROSBY TS DESN 1
Capacity = 22.9 MW
N R
[Allocated Capacty W) |0 T 0 |
CROSBY TS DESN 2
Capacily = 46.8 MW
M2
[Aliocated Capacity (VW) 20
CROW RIVER DS
Capaclty = 5.3 MW.
[Bus Capacity (MW) [13=37]14=52
T 72
[Aocated Capacity (MW) 0
CROWLAND TS Tation may SUpply
Capacily = 57.1 MW another LDC's territory.
W13 | W14 | Wis | Wie | Mi7 | WMis | W9 | W20 W22 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (V) 0] 0 ] [0 [ 0 [ 20 [ 19 [ 0 0 locator tool to find LDC
CRYSLER DS I o
CRYSLER DS is
Gopactyias MW — | of STISIDORE TS M2
[Aocated Capacity (V) (K]
CRYSTAL FALLS TS
Capacily = 18.3 MW
T Mz
[Aocated Capacity (MV) [0 | 85
CUMBERLAND DS
Capacily = 4.9 MW,
[Bus Capactty (VW) TT-46 T2-32
I I )
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o "0 "o 10
CUMBERLAND TS Talion may SUpply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) | B=54 I Q=54 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
M22_ | M24 | M26 | M28 | M30 | M21 | M23 | M25 | M27 | M29 locator tool to find LDC.
[Aiocated Capacity (MV) [0 [0 [ 0 [ o0 [ o | 0o [ 0 ] o [ o 0
DEEP RIVER DS
Capacily = 12.3 MW
Bus Capacity (MW) T
|
[Alocated Capacity (MW) I
DES JOACHIMS DS
Capacity = 6.6 MW.
F1_] 2 [ 3
[Alocated Capacity (MW) o [ o [ o
DETWEILER TS Tation may SUppIy
Capacity = 21.6 MW another LDC's territory.
T Wi [ Wiz [ Wi3 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (VW) "o [ 78 [ 10 locator tool to find LDC.
DOBBIN DS
Capacity = 14.6 MW.
[Bus Capacty (W) [T =134[12=132]
|
[Aiocated Capacity (V) o [ o
DOBBIN TS
Capacily = 86.6 MW
T Mz 3 (3 5 6 (12 [
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) 37 0 0 T 35 [ 5 0




DOUGLAS POINT TS

Capacity = 30 MW

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

| I Ms | W4 [ M5 | Me [ We
o [ o 0 | 85 [ 0 [ 147 0

REID CORNERS DS s
o

DRYDEN RURAL DS

Capacity = 4.7 M

DRYDEN RURAL DS is
W downslream of DRYDEN TS
| A M1

[Allocated Capacity (MW)

76

DRYDEN TS DRYDEN RURAL DS is
Capacity = 204 MW downstream of DRYDEN TS
[ M3 M
[Aocated Capacity (VW) 26 [ 10

DUFFERIN TS DESN 1

| Station may supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

| another LDC's territory,

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

[ DUFFERIN TS DESN 2 | Station may supply
[ Capacily = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.
| For any flon or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.
DUNDAS TS Station may supply

Capacity = 69.4 MW another LDC's territory.

[ mi T wm2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8’ Refer to OPA FIT LDC

[Allocated Capacity W) | 0 [ 0 T 0 T 0 T 0 [ O [ 0 T © locator tool to find LDC

DUNDAS TS #2 Station may Supply

Capacity = 51.8 MW.

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

M| M2 | Wi | M4 | Mis | W6
0 [ [ [ 0

DUNNVILLE TS Station may SUpply

Capacily = 20 MW another LDC's territory.

Wz Refer to OPA FIT LDC

[Riocated Capacty (W) |0 | 190 locator tool to find LDC.

another LDC's territory.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

DUPLEX TS DESN 1

| Station may supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

| another LDC's territory.

For any informafion or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

| Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

DUPLEX TS DESN 2

| [ Station may supply |

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

| another LDC's territory,

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

TS

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

Capacity = 16.9 MW
T

I N
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 95

EARFALLS TS
Capacity = 104 MW

[Allocated Capacity (MW)

EDGEWARE TS

Station may supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

another LDC's territory.
DC

Refer to OPA FIT LI

locator tool to find LDC.

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

ELGIN TS DESN 1

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

[Allocated Capacity (MW)

Capacily = 24.8 MW
[ [ wez [ Wes [ wer | wer | Wes
0 0 0 0 0 0

[Bus Capacity (MW) K=54 T Q=19
[T T Wz [ was T waz [ was | wae [ war | was | wez )
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o0 | o | o | o0 | o [ o0 | 0 | 0 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELGIN TS DESN 2 Station may supply

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

ELLESMERE TS

Station may supply

Capacily = Sum of Buses MW.

another LDC's territory.

[Bus Capacity (MW) J=10.8 Q=108
(A
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

ELLIOT LAKE TS
Capacily = 25 MW
M1 M3
[Aocated Capacity (MW} 55

Tation may Supply

[Allocated Capacity (MW) 78

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

ERINDALE TS DESN 1

Tation may SUpply.

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

another LDC's territory.

[Bus Capacity (MVY) T E-108 T Q=108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[ oz | Wsd | W36 | Mas | w0 | Wéz | W31 | Mas | W5 | War | W39 | WAl locator tool to find LDC
[Aiocated Capacity (V) o [ o 0 [ 0 | 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 [ o [ o0 [ 0 ][ 0
ERINDALE TS DESN 2 ‘Station may supply
Capacity = 93.6 MW another LDC's territory.
M23_ [ M24 M25 M26 M27 M28 M29 M30 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o [ o [ o [ o [ © [ N ) locator tool to find LDC.

ERINDALE TS DESN 3
Capacily = 102.0 MW
7

T [ [IE] 123 V5 (3 M7 Ve
[Allocated Capacity (VW) o [ o 0O | 0o [ o [ 0 [ o [ 0o

[ Station may supply |

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

ESPANOLA DS
Capacity = 4 MW

ESPANOLA DS s
downstream of ESPANOLA
TS M1

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

Station may Supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC




ESPANOLA TS

ESPANOLA DS is.

Capacity = 16.1 MW

downstream of ESPANOLA
TS M1

T Mz
[Aliocated Capacity (VW) T 56
ESPLANADE TS Talion may SUppIy
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) T Qiaz=17.1 T Cumulalive = 52 3158815121594 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
MiT T M2 T Wi [ M4 | M5 M6 M8 M10 M1 locator tool to find LDC.
[Aiocated Capacity (V) 0 [ 0 | o [ o0 | o0 0 [ 0 [ © [ 0
[ ESSEX TS | Station may supply
1 Capacity = 52.3 MW | another LDC's territory.
L For any il or inquiries please contact EnWin Utilities | Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.
ETON DS
Capacity = 8.3 MW,
1 2 73
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) [0 [0 [ ©
EVERETT TS
Capacily = 63.7 MW,
5 6 W7 W
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) 30 0 70 0
FAIRBANK TS DESN 1 Station may supply
Capacity = 62.9 MW another LDC's territory.
M2 T W7 Mg Refer to OPAFITLDC.
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) 0 0 0 4 0 0 locator tool to find LDC
FAIRBANK TS DESN 2 Station may supply
Capacity = 56.3 MW. another LDC's territory.
[ M ™o T ™2 M24_ | M4 | M6 M9 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o T 0o [ 0 [ o [ © 0 locator tool to find LDC.
FAIRCHILD TS DESN 1 Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) T B=-108 T =108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
| I m [ W7 T Wo T Wi | W2 | We [ W | we [ wio [ Wiz Iocator tool fo find LDC
[Aocated Capacity (V) o [ o 0 [ o0 [ o [ o0 | 0 ] o [ o 0 [ 0 [ 0

FAIRCHILD TS DESN 2

Station may supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

another LDC's territory.

[Bus Capacity (MW) J=45 Q=108
A
[Allocated Capacity (VW) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

FALLOWFIELD DS tation may supply
Capacity = 14.5 MW another LDC's territory.
F1 2 Refer to OPAFIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ 38 [ 0O locator tool to find LDC.
FAUQUIER DS
Capacily = 2 MW
I
[Aocated Capacty (i) |0 [ 0
FERGUS TS

Capacity = 98 MW,

VT W2 W3 Wa_| W7 | W8
[Alocated Capacity (MW) 355 1 30 % | 0 [ 0 [ ©
FINCH TS DESN 1 [ Station may supply |
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacty (MW) T B=108 T V=108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[ Wi [ w3 [ Ws ] W7 | W9 [ Wil | M2 ] W& | We | W8 | Wio | iz locator tool to find LDC
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) o [ o [ 0 [0 [ o [0 ] 0 [ 0 [ o [ o0 [ 0 [ 0
FINCH TS DESN 2 Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) Q=108 J=108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
3T locator tool to find LDC
[Alocated Capacity (MW) 0 [ 0 T [ 0 [ [ 0 g 0 [

FOREST JURA DS
Capacity = 18.2 MW
[Bus Capacity (VW) T1=155__ || T12=155
I A
[Allocated Capacity (MW) "0 | o | 165 | 0
FOREST LEA DS
Capacity = 7.5 MW
[Bus Capacity (MW) T12=6.1 T1=6.7
F3_| F4_ | F1_| F2
[Aocated Capacity (MW) O [ 0o o 10
FORT FRANCES TS
Capacity = 53 MW
M1
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 10
[ FORT WILLIAM TS | Station may supply
[ Capacily = 69.7 MW. 1| another LDC's territory.
For any information or inquires please contact Thunder Bay Hydro Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC
FRONTENAC TS Station may supply BUTTERNUT DS is
Capacity = 64.3 MW another LDC's territory. | downstream of FRONTENAC
M [ Mz | M3 [ W4 | M5 | W8 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) ] 50 [ o [ o [ o [ 0o | 30 locator tool to find LDC.
[ GAGE TS DESN 1 | Station may supply
I Capacily =0 MW 1 another LDC's territory.
[ For any i or inquires please Horizon Utilities | Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC
[ GAGE TS DESN 2 1 Station may supply
I Capacity = 0 MW 1 another LDC's territory.
[ For any information or inquires please Horizon Utilities 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.




GAGE TS DESN 3

| Station may supply

Capacity = 0 MW

| another LDC's territory.

For any information or inquires please Horizon Utilties

locator tool to find LDC.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

GAGE TS DESN 4

| Station may supply

Capaciy = 797 MW

| another LDC's territory,

For any information or inquires please Horizon Utilities

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

GALT TS

| Station may Supply

Capaclty = Sum of Buses MW,

I For any

another LDC's territory.

|
or inquiries please contact Cambridge North Dumfries Hydro (CND) |

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

GERRARD TS DESN 1

| Station may supply

H

Cap 9.3 MW

| another LDC's territory.

[ For any informafion or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

locator tool to find LDC.

1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC

GERRARD TS DESN 2
Capa ZEIN

| another LDC's territory,

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

GLEN SANDFIELD DS

GLEN SANDFIELD DS is

Capacity = 3.7 MW

downstream of LONGUEUIL
TS M23

locator tool to find LDC.

| [ Station may supply |

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

Tation may Supply

another LDC's territory.

|
[Aiocated Capacity (MW) 01
[ GLENDALE TS
‘Capacity = Sum of Buses MW.
BJ=32

0

D 8
s T e T w3 ]
0 0 0 0 0

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

22

GLENDALE TS DESN 2
Capacity = 0 MW

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

GLENGARRY DS

Station may SUpply

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

(e
[

GLENGARRY DS s

Capacity = 8.3 MW

[Aliocated Capacity (VW)

GLENGROVE TS DESN 1

| Station may supply

Capacity = 24.2 MW.

| another LDC's territory.

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

locator tool to find LDC.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

GLENGROVE TS DESN 2

| Station may supply

Capacity = 23.7 MW

| another LDC's territory,

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

locator tool to find LDC.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

GODERICH TS
Capacity = 0.7 MW
M1

M2 M3 [z |
[Aocated Capacity (V) o [ o 0 [ 0

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC

GOREWAY TS DESN1

Capacily = Sum of Buses MW.

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.

HARROWSMITH DS
Capacity = 9.7 MW,
[Bus Capacty (VW) =78 T2-78
(G N
[Aiocated Capacity (MW) 0 [ 0 o | 0
HAVELOCK TS
Capacity = 29.1 MW.
I W3] Wa_| We
[Aiocated Capacity (MW) o [ 10 58 | 67 | 0
HAWTHORNE TS tation may supply
Capacily = 75.6 MW another LDC's territory
M1 M2 [E} (13 M5 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 25 0 0 0 0 locator tool to find LDC.

OSGOODE DS is downstrear)

[Bus Capacty (MW) T 5= 108 T =108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
M4l | M43 | Ma5 | Ma7 | MA9 | Mb51 | M42 | W44 | M46_| M8 | M50 M52 locator tool to find LDC.
[Allocated Capacity (VW) o [ o 0 1 0 0 [ 0 |0 O [ o0 [ 0 [ © )
GRAND BEND EAST DS
Capacly = 17 MW
[Bus Capacity (MW) [Ti=-15]2=153
T2
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) [ | o
GREELY DS
Capacily = 20.7 MW,
[Bus Capacly (MW) [ T1=18] _ 12-186
| 7
[Alocated Capacity (VW) 0 0 0
HALTON TS Tation may SUpply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) | J=50.3 | Q=504 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
W22 | Woa | W26 | M28 | W30 | W32 | M1 | W23 | W25 | W27 | Wes | W31 locator tool to find LDC.
[Aocated Capacity (V) [ o [ o [ 0 [ o O [ 0 |0 7 [0 [ 0 [ o [ o
HANLON TS ‘Station may supply
Capacily = 29.6 MW another LDC's territory.
[ it [ Wiz | W3 | Wi | M2z | w23 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o [ o [ o | 0 [ © locator tool to find LDC.
HANOVER TS
Capaclly W
T Wi [ w2 [ W [ wa | W5 | HiE |
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) [ 5 0 78 78 78



HEARST TS ‘Station may supply
Capacily = 24.9 MW another LDC's territory.
S Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (V) [ 6 0 locator tool to find LDC
HERRIDGE LAKE DS
Capaclly = 2.1 MW,
T 72
[Aocated Capacity (VW) o [ o
HIGHBURY TS
Capacily = 67 MW
MiT_] M1z | W13 | M4 | Mi5 [ M6 | wmi7 | Wis
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) [0 [ o [ o0 [ o0 [ o 0 [ 0 [ o

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPAFITLDC

locator tool to find LDC.

[ HINCHEY TS | Station may supply
I Capacity = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.
| Forany i or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa | Refer to OPA FIT LDC

HINCHINBROOKE DS
Capacity = 4.6 MW

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

locator tool to find LDC.

HORNER TS

Station may Supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

another LDC's territory.

[Bus Capacity (VW) T V=457 I B=476

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

M9 locator tool to find LDC.

1
Wz [ wa ] we ME_] W0 | Wi | W3 [N A
[Alocated Capacty W) |0 | 0 | 0 0 | 0 | o0 | o 0 [ o0 |

[

HORNING TS Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
5-338 T Q=338 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[ ma_ [ W5 M6 | M7 | M8 M9 M0 | M11_| W45 | M6 | M47 | Mas | W49 | M50 locator tool to find LDC.
[ 0 T © 0o [ o T © 0o [ o [ o J o [ o T o [ o T 0o T 0
HOYLE DS
Capacity = 13.3 MW
F1 F2.
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0
INGFRSOLL TS KINTORE DS is downstream I KIRKTON DS is downstream I
Gapac S SIIOB S IMW of INGERSOLL TS M43 of INGERSOLL TS M43
[Bus Capacity (MW). T E=108 T Z=108
M43 | W45 | W49 | Mb1 | M4d_| W46 | M50 W52
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | I I | I A ) 0
IROQUOIS FALLS DS Station may supply
Capacity = 5.6 MW another LDC's territory.
FT_[ 2 | 3 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity W) | 0 [ 0 T © locator tool to find LDC
JARVIS TS Station may sUpply
Capacity = 9.1 MW another LDC's territory.
| I L M3 [ w4 | M5 [ WMo | W7 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [T o [ o [ o | o | o [ o [ © locator tool to find LDC
JELLICOE DS
Capacily = 0.9 MW
F1
[Allocated Capacity (MW) |
[ JOHN TS DESN 1 | Station may supply
[ Capacily = Sum of Buses MW 1 another LDC's territory.
[ For any fon or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro | Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC
[ JOHN TS DESN 2 | Station may supply
I Capacity = Sum of Buses MW 1 another LDC's territory.

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

[ JOHN TS DESN 3 |
[ Capacity = Sum of Buses MW 1

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

KAPUSKASING TS Station may supply
Capacily = 46.2 MW | another LDC's territory.
T Mz W3 (3 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aiocated Capacity (V) [0 [ o 75 | 16 locator tool to find LDC

KEITH TS DESN 1
MW

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

[Allocated Capacity (MW) |

KENILWORTH DS KENILWORTH DS is
Capaclly = 2.4 MW, of
| G PALMERSTON TS M2

locator tool to find LDC.

Station may supply
another LDC's territory,
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

[Allocated Capacity (MW) |
KENORA DS
Capacity = 8.1 MW
I L 2 I
[Allocated Capacity (MW) "o | o | o0 [ o
KENT TS DESN1 Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
s Capactty (VW) T YT112=54 T BTTT2=50 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
V2w ] m [ W6 T Wi | i ] m [ W7 T w5 T wir Iocator tool to find LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | IEEE ) 0| 199 | 145 | 199 | 0 0_| 0 | 184 | 99

KENT TS DESN2
Capacity = 28.3 MW

Tation may supply
another LDC's territory

W22 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 locator tool to find LDC.
[ KING EDWARD TS | Station may Supply

[ Capaclty = Sum of Buses MW. 1

For any information or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.




KIRKLAND LAKE TS
Capacity = 21.1 MW,
W61 | W6z

[Riccated Capacty (Ww) |0 | 18 | 0

KIRKTON DS

KIRKTON DS is downstream

GapaciiyEEKis MV - of INGERSOLL TS M43

[Riocted Capacty (W) |05
KLEINBURG TS 27.6 KV
Capaclly = 6. MW,

CEN 5 M6 | w7
[Allocated Capacity (VW) 0 | 0 [ o 0 | 0 [ o

M8

KINGSTON GARDINER TS REDDENDALE
Capacily = 1205 MW d
M3 | w7 [ W8 M9_| M0 | Wil | Wiz | M3 | W4 | Wi5
[Aocated Capacity (V) 30 [ o0 [ 0 J O [ 205 ] 0 | 0 | 3 [ 9
KINGSVILLE TS
Capacily = 58.9 MW
T Mz [1E] () V5 6 7 VB M9 W10
[Aocated Capacity (VW) [ 0 1z 5 5 [ 0 79 0
KINMOUNT DS KINMOUNT DS is
Capacity = 4.3 MW downstream of MINDEN TS
T2 M3
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) | )
KINTORE DS P —
Spacly= _a of INGERSOLL TS M43
[Aiocated Capacity (VMV) o

[ Station may supply |

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

KLEINBURG TS 44 KV

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

Capacily = 18 MW
]
0 0.1 0 0 0 0

Station may Supply

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

downstream of KLEINBURG

LAFOREST ROAD DS

Capacity = 194 MW.

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

F1 F2
0

DS is

LAKE TS DESN 1 Station may Supply
Capacly = 67.1 W another LDC's territory.
:m: W33 | WAl | Waz | w3 | W71 | W7z | W73 | Wl WES Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacty (MW) 0 0 0 [0 [0 [0 T o T o T 07 0 0 locator tool to find LDC
CAKE TS DESN 2 [ Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) T J1J2 =54 T Q1Q2=54 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
M31 M32 | M33 [ M4T | M42 | M43 | M71 | M72 | M73 | M81 M83 locator tool to find LDC.
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ 0 | 0 | 0 | o0 | 0 | 0 ] 0 | 0 0 0
LAMBTON TS
Capacity = 80 MW.
s Capaciy (M) Y T6=20
iz
[Allocated Capacity (VW) 20 20 20 20 0
CARCHWOOD TS
Capacity = 13.2 MW
M3 M4
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0
CAUZON TS DESNT tation may Supply
Capacity = 64.1 MW another LDC's territory.
[ Wi [ W2 [ W | wa [ W5 | We [ W | We Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (VW) | 0 2 | 0 0 [ 0 | 0o locator tool to find LDC.
CAUZON TS DESNZ Tation may SUPPTY
Capacity = 62.4 MW. another LDC's territory.
iz Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 19.9 0 1 9.9 10 21 locator tool to find LDC

LEASIDE TS DESN 1

Station may supply

Capacity = 5.4 MW

| another LDC's territory,

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

LEASIDE TS DESN 2

Capacity =5.4 MW
12 M3

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

T W () V5 6 7 W8
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o [ o 0 | 0 [ 0o 0 | 0 [ ©

locator tool to find LDC.

[ LESLIE TS DESN | Station may supply

I Capacity = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.

L Forany or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

LESLIE TS DESN 2

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW.

[Bus Capacty (V) J=108 Q=108
M52
[Allocated Capacily (MW) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Station may Supply

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC

LINCOLN HEIGHTS TS

Station may Supply

“Capaclly = Sum of Buses MW.

another LDC's territory.

[ For any i or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa | Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.
LINDSAY TS COBOCONK DS is
Capacity = 84.2 MW downstream of LINDSAY TS |
[Bus Capacity (MW T1=705 T T2=738 M7
[ 5 T Iz 6 g
[Allocated Capacity (VW) 0 [ E 20 265 | 255

R TS

| Station may supply

Al
‘Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

| another LDC's territory,

For any information or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.




LODGEROOM DS
Capacity = 8 MW
[Bus Capacity (MW) T Ti=8 | 12-67
73 Fa P ]
[Aocated Capacity (V) o [ o [0 [ o
LONGLAC TS
Capaclly = 4.1 MW,
[ W T W2
[Aiocated Capacity (V) [ o [ 0
LONGUEUIL DS LONGUEUIL DS is
Capacity = 8.3 MW downstream of LONGUEUIL
| TS M25
[Aiocated Capacity (V) 5
LONGUEUIL TS GLEN SANDFIELD DS is LONGUEUIL DS is PLANTAGENET DS is STARDALE DS is
Capacily = 60.7 MW of LONGUEUIL | downstream of LONGUEUIL | downstream of LONGUEUIL | downstream of LONGUEUIL |
W23 | Wod | Wzs | M6 TS M23 S M25 | TS M26 TS M23
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) [ 808 [ o0 [ 5 [ 202
LONGWOOD TS
Capacily = 48.5 MW
W23 | WA | Wzs | W26
[Aiocated Capacity (V) 9 [ 20 [ 10 ]
LORNE PARK TS ‘Station may supply
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) I B=108 J=10.8 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
| I m T T ﬁ@ W T m [ Wio locator tool o find LDC.
[Alocated Capacity (MW) o [ o 0 [ 0 [ o 0 [ 0 [ © 0 ] 0
[ MAIN TS | Station may supply
[ “Capacily = Sum of Buses MW 1 another LDC's territory.
For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

MALVERN TS Station may supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.

J-108 G99 Refer to OPA FIT LDC

T T wer [ wr [ v | W ER locator tool to find LDC:
[Allocated Capacity (VW) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

MANBY TS DESN 1 Station may supply
Capacily = 33.9 MW another LDC's territory.
MTM3 M7 e} M12 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | 0 T o [ o T o locator tool to find LDC.
MANBY TS DESN 2 Tation may Supply
Capacity = 36 MW another LDC's territory.
MT3_]_MT6 IPZ) Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (VW) 0 0 0 T [ 0 locator tool to find LDC
MANBY TS DESN 3 Tation may SUpply
Capacity = 74.9 MW another LDC's territory.
| e W10 | MZ3 IPE) Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Alocated Capacity (MW) "o [ o 0 [ 0 [ © 0 0 0 locator tool to find LDC.
MANITOULIN TS
Capacity = 27 MW,
[Bus Capacty (MW) [T3=226] T4=26
[ W25 | w26
[Aiocated Capacity (V) 206 | %
MANITOUWADGE DS
TIW
|
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) o
MANITOUWADGE TS ‘Station may supply
Capacity = 10.9 MW another LDC's territory.
(I L Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (W) | 0 [ 156 | 0 locator tool to find LDC.
MANOTICK DS
Capacily = 6.8 MW,
[Bus Capacity (MW) TT=74 T2-48
G
[Alocated Capacity (MW) 0 [0 o T
MARATHON DS
Capacity = 4.3 MW
2 73
[Aiocated Capacity (MW) J
MARGACH DS
Capacity = 5.3 MW.
1 2 3
[Aliocated Capacity (VW) o [ 35 [ o
MARIONVILLE DS
Capacity = 15.7 MW
T 2
[Aliocated Capacity (VW) [0 [ 0
MARTINDALE TS Station may supply
Capacity = 76.1 MW another LDC's territory.
[ wi T M2 M3 T W4 T M5 M6 M7 Refer to OPAFIT LDC.
[Alocated Capacity (VW) o [ o 0 [ 01 [ 10 27 | %% locator tool to find LDC
MASSEY DS
Capacity = 4 MW
T F3
[Alocated Capacity (VW) 0
MAZINAW DS
Capacity = 3.6 MW
&l 72
[Aocated Capacity (VW) T
MEADOWVALE TS tation may supply
Capacity = 129.2 MW another LDC's territory.
M | W4 | WG M6 | M7 | VB Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o T o 0o [ o [ © locator tool to find LDC.




MEAFORD TS
Capacity = 26.3 MW

M2
[Allocated Capacity (VW) [ © [ 77
MIDHURST TS

Capacity = 1194 MW

CE L M6 | M7
[Aocated Capacity (MV) 30 ] 20 | 10 o o0 |

W10
30

g DN
0 195 |

Tafion may SUpply
another LDC's territory.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

MICEORDID S} MILFORD DS is downstream
CopecyENIGIMW — of PICTON TS M5
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o7
MINAKI DS
Capacity = 6.3 MW
&l 2
[Aocated Capacity (VW) 0
MINDEN TS 'KINMOUNT DS is
Capacity = 42 MW downstream of MINDEN TS
[Bus Capacty (VW) TI=147 T2-274
(E) Wz wa
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | ) 0] 10
[ MODELAND TS | Station may supply
[ Capaclty = Sum of Buses MW. another LDC's territory.

|
For any information or inquiries please contact Blue Water Power Distribution Corporation

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

Station may supply

another LDC's territory.

I MOHAWK TS
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW
[Bus Capacity (VW) B=46 V=54
M52 | W53 | WMoz | Mes | Moa | W71 | M7z | W73 | Mei | Mez | Wes
[Allocated Capacity (VW) 0 [ 0 [ [ 0 [ [ [ 0

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

MONTEITH DS
Capacity = 6.7 MW
T
[Allocated Capacity (VW) [

[ MOOSE LAKE TS

I Capaciy = 5.7 MW

For any information or inquiries please contact Atikokan Hydro Inc.

MOOSONEE DS
Capacity = 104 MW
&l 2 3
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o [ ©
MORRISBURG TS
Capacity = 57.7 MW.
26
[Aliocated Capacity (VW) 20

MOUNTAIN CHUTE DS
Capacity =15 MW
F1 F2
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | I )
MURILLO DS
Capacity = 0 MW
I T1=0 T T2-0
| F [ F38 T F5 T F7 | F2 | F4 | F6_ | F8
I o [ o [ o [ o T o [ o [ o T ©

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

MURRAY TS DESN 1

Station may Supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW.

another LDC's territory.

[Bus Capacity (MW) QZ=54 Y1vV2=54
[T Wz T Wes T wea | wes | W | ED
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

MURRAY TS DESN 2 ‘Station may supply
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
=05 K=54 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
MT0_| Wi ] Wi3_| W14 | W15 | wie | w7 | Wig locator tool to find LDC
0 [ o T o o T o T 0 1T 0 T3
MUSKOKA TS SUNDRIDGE NORTH DS is
Capacity = 70.4 MW downstream of MUSKOKA TS|
T Mz 15 [z 5 6 7 [ )
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) | 0 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 [ © 0
NAPANEE TS
Capacity = 66.6 MW
[Bus Capacity (MW) [ _Bri-526 Y12-54
| M:‘S ’:w Tz
[Aocated Capacity (V) [0 [ %5 [ 285 [ ©
NAVAN DS
Capacity = 4.1 MW,
T F2_ | F3 | P4
[Aocated Capacity (V) [ o [ o [ o0 [ o
NEBO TS DESN1 Station may supply
Capacily = 62.9 MW another LDC's teritory.
[ W [ wa [ ™5 | M6 [ w7 | We Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o |12 0o | 0 [ © locator tool to find LDC.
NEBO TS DESN2 Station may supply
Capacity = 5.4 MW another LDC's territory.
W51 | M52 | W53 | WMb4 | M6l | M6z | Wo3 | Wod Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (W) | 0 T 0 o [ o [ o [ o [ 0o T 0 locator tool to find LDC
NELSON TS DESN 1 ‘Station may supply
Capacily = 22.8 MW another LDC's territory.
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity W) | 0 [ 0 T 0 T 0 [ 0 [ 0 locator tool to find LDC
NELSON TS DESN 2 Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) PK=54 I YJ=54 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
M3 | Wi T M2 T MT3 T Wid T Mis [ M6 locator tool to find LDC.
[Aiocated Capacity (MW) T J 0 T [ O |0 [ o [ o [ o0 [ o [ o




[ NEPEAN TS | Station may supply

[ Capacily = 100.7 MW | another LDC's territory.
| Forany i fon or inquiries please contact Ottawa Hydro Inc. 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

NESTOR FALLS DS
Capacity = 2.1 MW
F1_] 2
[Allocated Capacity (VW) o [ o

NEWINGTON DS
Capacity = 7.6 MW

|
[Aliocated Capacity (VW) o [ o
NEWTON TS Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (VW) B-54 T V=54 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
| WM T M5 T W6 T Ws [ Wio |[ M2 [ Wa T W5 T W7 [ Mo locator tool to find LDC.
[Aocated Capacity (MW) 0 [ 0 O | 0 [ o [ o [ o [ o ] o
NEWTONVILLE DS NEWTONVILLE DS is
Capacily = 3.4 MW downstream of PORT HOPE_
TS M8
[Aiocated Capacity (MW)
NIPIGON DS
Capaclly =23 M
&l 72
[Aocated Capacity (V) o [ ©
NORFOLK TS Station may supply
Capacity = 55.9 MW. another LDC's teritory.
T Mz [E] () V5 6 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (V) o [ 10 T84 | 0 | 175 70 locator tool to find LDC.

NORTH BAY TS Station may supply
Capacity = 14.7 MW. another LDC's territory.
M3 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 [ locator tool to find LDC
NORTH SHORE DS
Capacity = 1.2 MW
1 2
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o [ o
NORTHBROOK DS
Capacity = 7.7 MW
F ] 2 [ /5
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o [ o [ o
NORTHCOTE DS
Capacity = 4.2 MW
|
[Allocated Capacity (VW) |
OAKVILLE TS
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW
[Bus Capacty (W) T E=108 T Z=108
M43 | Was | W47 | M49 | W1 | W44 | WMa6 | Was | M50 | W2
[Aiocated Capacity (MW) o o [ o o [0 | 0o [0 [ o | 0 I

ORANGEVILLE TS 27 KV - DESN1
Capacity = 53.1 MW
Wiz
10 10 9 10.5

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

ORANGEVILLE TS 44 KV - DESN1
Capacity = 34 MW

a5 | wae
[Aiocated Capacity (MW)
ORANGEVILLE TS DESN2
Capacily = 67.8 MW
T Mz W3] Wa_| W5 I3
[Aocated Capacty (W) | 0| 254 0 [ 27 | o 0
ORILLIATS
Capacity = 87.6 MW
T M2 3 [ V5 I3 7 B
[Alocated Capaciy (W) | 11| 208 0] 30 | 0 ] 0 ] ©
OSGOODE DS
(0SGOODE DS is downstrea|
Capaciy=v MW — m'
[Aiocated Capacity (V) 5
OTONABEE TS DESN 1 Station may supply
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW} T-5 T__a-81 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
ME_] Wiz | wo | Wil locator tool to find LDC
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) 0 [ 0 | o0 [ o
OTONABEE TS DESN 2 Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) B=59 V=56 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
28 locator tool to find LDC
[Aocated Capacity (V) [ 0 0 T
[ OVERBROOK TS | Station may supply
I Capacity = Sum of Buses MW 1 another LDC's territory.
L For any | or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC
OWEN SOUND TS
e e SQUIRE DS is down:
M28
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) 198 | 99 0 a1 | 291 | 297 0

PALERMO TS Station may supply
Capacity = 69.1 MW another LDC's territory.
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8’ Refer to OPA FIT LDC

[Allocated Capacity (VW) 7 [ o 0 | 0 [ o 0 [ 0 [ © locator tool to find LDC.




PALMERSTON TS

Capaciy = 558 MW
M1

KENILWORTH DS is
downstream of
PALMERSTON TS M2

N2 K] [z |
[Aocated Capacity (V) [ 78 | %05 [ o1 | ©

ROTHSAY DS is downstream| TRALEE DS is downstream of
of PALMERSTON TS M2 PALMERSTON TS M3

PARRY SOUND TS

Capacity = 36 MW.
M1

M2 M3 [z |
[Aocated Capacity (VW) [ [ o B 0

PLEASANT TS DESN 1
Capacity = 100.9 MW

2]
Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 0

PEMBROKE TS
Gapacily = 6.3 MW
(G P L
[Riosated Capasty W) | 0| 95 | 0
PERRAULT FALLS DS
Capacily = 0.6 MW
2
[Riosated Capasty W) | 0|0
PETAWAWA DS
Gapacly = 5.4 VW
[Bus Capacty (VW) Ti=5 APELY]
- 7 30 B
[Riocatea Capaety W) |0 |0 | 0 | 0 | ©
PIC DS
Capaciy = 8.3 MW
& 7z
[Riocated Capacty (MW) 0
BIGIGNIDS PICTON DS is downstream of
Capacity = 3.4 MW oo Tee
7z
[Riocated Capacty (MW) 0
ZEEHE MILFORD DS is downstream | PICTON DS is downstream o]
Coprey G2 —T= of PICTON TS M5 PICTON TS M6
[Riocated Capacty (W) | 26 2 | 0 [ 0
PLANTAGENET DS
Capaciy = 4 MW downstream of LONGUEUIL
7z
[Aiocated Capacty (MW) 02

Tation may Supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

PLEASANT TS DESN 2

Station may supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

another LDC's territory.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

PUSLINCH DS
Capacity = 21 MW
[Bus Capacity (VW) [Ti=15] T2-161
2 23
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o | 0
RAMORE TS
Capacily = 8.6 MW
3 M5
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o [ o
RED LAKE TS
Capacity = 40 MW,
(I I L
[Allocated Capacity (VW) 20 | 0 ] 10
RED ROCK DS
Capacity = 3.9 MW
F ] 2 [ /5
[Allocated Capacity (VW) o [ o [ o

T BY= 422 T EZ=567
| A M9 | M10 | M1 _| Mi2 | MI3 | W14 | M43 | Mad | W45 | Md6 | M4z | W48
1 0 T 0 0 | 0 T 0 | 0 0 T I 0 T 0 | 0 | 0 T 0 | 0
PLEASANT TS DESN 3 Station may supply
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacty (MW) F=23 V=32 | Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[ M61 T W63 T W65 [ Me7 T Mes [ W77 | W62 | Me4 [ Mes T Mes [ M70 T M72 | locator tool to find LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PORT ARTHUR TS #1 Station may sUpply
Capacity = 10 MW another LDC's territory.
M3 W4, W5 ™6 VT W27 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ 0 [ o T 1 0o [ o T 0o locator tool to find LDC.
PORT BOLSTER DS PORT BOLSTER DS is.
Capacity = 3.5 MW of BEAVERTON
[ F2 TS M27
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | K
PORT COLBORNE TS Station may supply
Capacily = 33.7 MW another LDC's territory.
:H: MT0_| M1 Wiz Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 128 | 19 locator tool to find LDC
PORT HOPE TS DESN 1 NEWTONVILLE DS is
Capacity = 50.2 MW downstream of PORT HOPE |
M5 ] W16 | W7 ] WMis ITiE]
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | I I I )
PORT HOPE TS DESN 2
Capacity = 67.2 MW
M1 M2 M3 M4
[Allocated Capacity (MW) "o | o [ o0 [ 10
[ PRESTON TS | Station may supply
I Capacity = Sum of Buses MW 1 another LDC's territory.
[ For any information or inquiries please contact Cambridge North Dumfries Hydro (CND) | Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC




REDDENDALE DS
Capacity = 3.2 MW

REDDENDALE DS is
downstream of KINGSTON
GARDINER TS M11

I
[Allocated Capacity (MW)

REID CORNERS DS
Capacily = 2 MW
&l
[Aocated Capacity (VW) | )

REXDALE TS

Station may supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

another LDC's territory.

QU=478

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

[Bus Capacity (MW) BY - 539 T
W | Wi ] W [ W | we ] W5 [ We
[Allocated Capacity (M) 0 0 0 [ 0 0 | 0 | o0 0 | 0 | 0 [

RICHMOND DS
Capacity = 4.2 MW

F1 2 73
[ o T o 1 ©

Tafion may SUpply
another LDC's territory.

[Allocated Capacity (MW)

RICHVIEW TS DESN 1

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

[ Station may supply |
another LDC's territory.

[BUs Capacty (MW) T 7-108 T =108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[ Wiz [ Wia ] wie | Mis | Wi [ W3 | wis | wmi7 locator tool to find LDC.
[Aocated Capacty W) | 0 | 0 ] 0 | 0 | 0 [ 0 ] 0 | ©
RICHVIEW TS DESN 2 Station may supply
Capacity = 89.9 MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW} Q-288 K] Refer to OPA FIT LDC
Mat T was T Was [ W47 || Maz T waz [ W6 [ Was locator tool to find LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [0 o [0 10 7o 0O [ ©
RICHVIEW TS DESN 3 Station may supply
Capacity = 64.2 MW another LDC's territory.
I W3] Wa_| W5 ME | W7 | W8 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacty (i) |0 0 0 [ 0 | © 0 [ 0 [ © locator tool to find LDC.
[ RIVERDALE TS | Station may supply
I Capacily = Sum of Buses MW 1 another LDC's territory.

For any information or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa

ROCKLAND DS
Capacity = 7.9 MW
F1

72 3
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | 0 [ 0 T °©

ROCKLAND EAST DS

Capacity = 7.4 MW

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

F1
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0
ROTHSAY DS
ROTHSAY DS is downstream
Gapacty=R7IMW = of PALMERSTON TS M2
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0.3
RUNNYMEDE TS Tation may SUpply
Capacity = 75.1 MW another LDC's territory.
M1 M2 [E} 1) M5 ME M7 M8 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | I ) [ I ) 0_| 0 | 0 locator tool to find LDC.
RUSSELL DS
Capacity = 1.8 MW
T 1 [ F2 [ F3 | F4
[Aocated Capacty () |0 [ 0 [ 0 [ ©
[ RUSSELL TS | Station may supply
I Capacily = Sum of Buses MW 1 another LDC's territory.

For any information or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa

SAM LAKE DS
Capacity = 182 MW
F1 F2

[Aocated Capacity (V) "o T o T o 170

SAPAWE DS
Capacity = 1.7 M|

[Allocated Capacity (MW) |

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

SCARBORO TS - DESN1

Station may supply

Capacily = Sum of Buses MW.

another LDC's territory.

[Bus Capacity (MW) J=10.8 Q=108
W57
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

SCARBORO TS - DESN2

Tation may SUpply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
[Bus Capacity (MW) T T =108 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
M T M3 T [ M7 T M9 [ ™2 [ M4 T W6 Mg T M0 locator tool to find LDC.

[Aocated Capacity (V) o [ o [ 0 [ o [ o | o ] 0 [ o 0 ] 0

SCHOMBERG DS is
downstream of KLEINBURG |
73 TS M24
[Aiocated Capacity (MV) o [ o1
SCHREIBER WINNIPG DS
Capacily = 4 MW
F1_[ 2
[Aiocated Capacity (V) o [ o
SEAFORTH TS
Capacity = 33 MW
(5 Wz W5
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) 0 0 199 T
SHABAQUA DS
Capacily = 3.7 MW,
[Bus Capacty (W) Wz, F1.F2=37 FTF2=NA
Wz F ] F2 W
[Aiocated Capacity (MW) 0 [ 24 [ 0 | O




SHARBOT DS
Capac MW

T 72 3
| o [ o ] ©

[Allocated Capacity (MW)

[ SHEPPARD TS DESN 1 | Station may supply
[ Capacly =605 MW, | another LDC's territory.
I Forany or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro | Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

[ SHEPPARD TS DESN 2 | Station may supply
I | another LDC's territory.
| For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro | Refer to OPA FIT LDC

SHININGTREE DS
Capacity = 2.2 MW

T
[Alocated Capacity (MW) 0
SIDNEY TS
Capacty = 37 MW
Wi [ v [ wa | Ws [
[Alocated Capacity (MW) o [ o [ 1 [ © 0 ] 198

locator tool to find LDC.

SIOUX NARROWS DS
Capacity = 1.4 MW

F1 F2

[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0

SLATE FALLS DS
Capacity = 1.5 MW

F1

[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0

[ SLATER TS | Station may SUpPly

[ Capacty = Sum of Buses VW | another LDC's territory,

For any information or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa

SMITHS FALLS TS
Capacity = B8.4 MW

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

28
[

I
[Aiocated Capacity (V) | [0 150 ]

Mz | W22 | W23 | W24 | W25 | Wz [ wer
0 0 | 20 0 | ©

[Bus Capacity (MW) TT=65]T:
I
[Aocated Capacity (MW} o

SOUTH GLOUCESTER DS
Capacily = 4 MW
] 2
[Alocated Capacty (i) |0 0

SOUTH MARCH TS
Capacity = 67.9 MW

[ (T
I 0] 0

|
[Aocated Capacity (MW) 1 o T

T WG
[ 219 | 30

Tation may Supply
another LDC's territory. downstream of SOUTH
Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

SOWERBY DS
Capaclly = 3.7 MW
&l 2
[Aocated Capacity (VW) 0
SPANISH DS
Capacly = 7.4 MW
&l 72
[Aocated Capacity (MW) [
SPENCERVILLE DS SPENCERVILLE DS is

downstream of BROCKVILLE
TSBIR

Capacity = 1.3 MW

F2

I
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 05

SPRINGVALE DS
Capacity = 6.8 MW

[Allocated Capacily (VW)

SQUIRE DS
Capacity =36 MW

[Allocated Capacity (MW) 01

SQUIRE DS is downstream of
OWEN SOUND TS M25

[ ST ANDREWS TS |
[ Capacly = 819 MW 1
[ For any or inquiries please contact Blue Water Power Distribution Ci |
ST ISIDORE TS GLENGARRY DS is
CRYSLER DS is downstream |  °C=RSFERL 288
Capacity = 33.9 MW of ST ISIDORE TS M2 downstream of ST ISIDORE
T (PR I IS4
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) I 0 [ 75
ST LAWRENCE TS

Capacily = 72.7 MW
WS
0 10 29.7 0 0

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

ST MARYS TS
Capacity = 269 MW
[ 2 CE L 3
[Allocated Capacity (VW) o [ o 0 [ o0 [ 10 0

ST THOMAS TS DESN 1
Capacity = 15.9 MW.

[Allocated Capacity (VW)



ST THOMAS TS DESN 2
Capacity = 21.7 MW.

M
[Aliocated Capacity (VW) [0 [ o0

STANLEY TS

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW.

[Bus Capacity (V) QI=54 T

I
M3 | W32 | W33 | mai | Wéz | W43 | Wi ] wmZ |
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ O | 0 [ o [ o [0 o ] o 7

STARDALE DS
Capacity =38 MW

STARDALE DS is
jownstream of LONGUEUII
TS M23

Tation may SUPPTY
another LDC's territory.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

2 73
[Aiocated Capacty W) | 03 |06
STAYNER TS
Capacity = 89.7 MW

Wi W2 3 [ [ M7 W8

[Aocated Capacty W) | 10 | 38 | 0 | 30 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0
STEWARTVILLE TS
Capacity = 214 MW

Wi ] W | wa

[Aiocated Capacy W) | 0 | 20 | 0
STRONG DS —
[CApACIVERINV) - of BELLEVILLE TS M5 |
[Rocated Capacty W) | 05
STIRTON TS
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

[Bus Capacty (MW) T BY=108 az=11

(0 N 3 O =3 S 0 = 2 N T
[Aocated Capacty W) | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 [ 0 0 [ [ 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 [
[ STRACHAN TS DESN 1 ] Station may Supply
[ Capacily = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

Station may SUpply
another LDC's territory

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

[ STRACHAN TS DESN 2 | Station may supply
I Capacity = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.
| For any or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

STRATFORD TS
Capacity = 75.9 MW
T Mz 3 [z 5 6 M7 Ve
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) o [ o 0 [ 0 | 0 [ 20 [ 20 [ ©
STRATHROY TS Station may Supply
Capacity = 34.3 MW another LDC's territory.
M T M2 M3 T W4 Refer to OPAFITLDC.
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) 20 [0 s | © locator tool to find LDC.
STRIKER DS

Capacity = 10.6 MW.

[Bus Capacity (VW) [T=79]T2=7
T 2

S

[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0

SUNDRIDGE NORTH DS
Capacity = 4.6 MW

F2

'SUNDRIDGE NORTH DS is
of MUSKOKA Tsl

| M2

I
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 08

[Allocated Capacity (MW)

TALBOT TS DESN 1
Capacity = 61.3 MW
WS
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Station may Supply
another LDC's territory.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

TALBOT TS DESN 2
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW
[Bus Capacity (MW} T J102=108 T QiQz=108
Mal_| W4z | W43 | W46 | Wa7_| Was | Wit 56
[Aocated Capacity (VW) [0 [0 [0 [ o [ o [ 0o | o0 0 [ 0 0 0
TEMAGAMI DS
Capacity = 3.3 MW,
T 72
[Aliocated Capacity (MW) g
[ TERAULEY TS DESN 1 ] Station may supply
[ Capacity = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

locator tool to find LDC.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

[ TERAULEY TS DESN 2 | Station may supply
[ Capacily = Sum of Buses MW | another LDC's territory.
[ For any tion or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.

THORNTON TS

Capacily = 98.2 MW

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.

Wi [ W2 [ W [ wa [ W [ W6 | Wr | We Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) ] o T o [ 2 T 0o T o [ o [ 0 T 1 locator tool to find LDC,
THOROLD TS
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW
M1 M2 M3
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | I
TILBURY TS
Capacity = 5 MW
M1
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 5
[ TILBURY WEST DS
Capacity = 18.4 MW
M2=157]
F1 F2
[ATlocated Capacity (W) | I )

Station may supply
another LDC's territory.

Refer to OPA FIT LDC

locator tool to find LDC.



TILLSONBURG DS TILLSONBURG DS is
Capacity = 2.7 MW

TILLSONBURG DS is
downstream of
TILLSONBURG TS M2

72
[Aliocated Capacity (VW) K]
TILLSONBURG TS tation may supply
Capacity = 66.2 MW another LDC's territory.
MT M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M10 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (MV) I EE 0] 199 [ 0 0 | 0 [ 99 locator tool to find LDC.
TIMMINS TS
Capacity = 58.5 MW
w5 M6 | M7 | W8 M9 W0 | it
[Alocated Capacity (MW) | - 0 ] 55 | 15 0 [ 0 [ 7
TOMKEN TS DESN1 [ Station may supply |

Capacity = 101.2 MW.

I W3] Wa_| W5 ME ]| W7 | W8
o [ o 0 [ 0 [ o 0 [ 0 [ ©

[Allocated Capacity (VW)

another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

TOMKEN TS DESN2

Capacity = 102.6 MW,

£
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

[ Station may supply |
another LDC's territory.
Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

TRAFALGAR TS
Capacity = 63.1 MW
M4 M5 M6 M7 M8
[Aocated Capacty W) |0 |0 o [0 1 0©

TRALEE DS is downstream of
PALMERSTON TS M3

TRALEE DS
Capacity = 4 MW.

F3

I
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 02

TROUT CREEK DS TROUT CREEK DS is.
Capacity = 4.5 MW downstream of TROUT LAKE.
| ISMT
[Allocated Capacity (MW) | CE
TROUT LAKE TS Station may supply TROUT CREEK DS &5
Capacity = 89.4 MW another LDC's territory. | downsiream of TROUT LAKE
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 Refer to OPA FIT LDC TS M7
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 1 0 I [ 27| 0 106 0 | 208 | 30 locator tool to find LDC.
VALORA DS
Capacity = 1.6 MW
I
[Allocated Capacity (MW) |
[ VANSICKLE TS | Station may supply
I Capaciy = 17.1 MW | another LDC's territory.
| For any or inquiries please contact Horizon Utilities Cor, | Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC

VERMILION BAY DS
Capacily = 3.9 MW

F1 F2 F3
:H:Alluca(ed Capaciy (W) I I )

VERNER DS
Capacity = 6 MW
F1

F2. F3
:H:Alluca(ed Capaciy (W) o [ o0 [ o

[ VINELAND DS

I Capacity = 14.4 MW.

ty.
For any information or inquiries please contact Niagara Peninsula Energy Inc.

[ WALKER TS #1

Station may supply

[ Capacity = 50.4 MW.

| another LDC's territory,

For any information or inquiries please contact EnWin Utilities

[ WALLACE TS
Capacily =312 MW
I

[Rocated Capaciy (W) o6 0 1

WALLACEBURG TS
Capacity = 35.8 MW.

W
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 9.9 0 20.5 0 0

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

WANSTEAD TS
Capacity = 33.2 MW
[Bus Capacity (VW) [ Tiz=2s7 | 13-332
L2 L LV )
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [0 [ o | 20 | a8
WARDEN TS

Station may supply

Capacity = Sum of Buses MW

another LDC's territory.

[Bus Capacity (MW) J=46.2 Q=47
[
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Refer to OPAFIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

WARREN DS
Capacity = 5.7 MW
[Bus Capacity (VW) [ _Ti-a6 [ T2-52
[ F [ 2 | /3 | F
[Allocated Capacity (MW) o [ o o [ o
WAUBAUSHENE TS

‘Capacity = 57.3 MW.
| M3 | W4 [ W5 | M6 [ W7
0

[Aiocated Capacity (VW) I [0 [ 20 | o | %
WENDOVER DS
Capacily = 15.5 MW
[Bus Capacty (VW) 2=15
73
[Allocated Capacity (MW) T3




WESTON LAKE DS
Capacity = 6.7 MW
F1 2
[Allocated Capacity (VW) [
WHARNCLIFFE DS
Capacity = 3.7 MW
F1 2
[Aocated Capacity (VW) 01

WHITBY TS - 27.6 kV DESN1 (T1&T2) - BY

tation may supply

Capacily = 10.8 MW

another LDC's territory.

M43 | Maa | Ma5 | Ma6_| Mar | W48 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (VW) o [ o [ o0 [ o [ o0 [ 0 locator tool to find LDC
WHITBY TS - 44 kV DESN1 (T1&T2) - EZ tation may supply’
0.8 MW another LDC's territory.
M6 [ W7 | W8 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 0O [0 T 0o locator tool to find LDC.

WHITBY TS - 44kV DESN2 (T3&T4)

Tation may Supply

Capacity = 110 MW

another LDC's territory.

28 Refer to OPAFIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (VW) 05 0 788 | 99 g 0 T 0 locator tool to find LDC.
WHITE RIVER DS
Capacity = 4.2 MW.
F1_] 2 [ 3
[Aocated Capacity (MW) o [ o [ 7o
WHITEFISH DS
Capacity = 4.8 MW
&l 72
[Aocated Capacity (MW) 0
[ WILHAVEN DS
Capacily = 24.9 MW
T TT=204 _T12-208
7 [ F2 [ Fs | Fa ] 5
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) o [ o [ 7 | o0 [ o
WILSON TS DESN 1 Station may supply |
Capacity = 109.7 MW another LDC's territory.
M M2 M3 M2 M5 MG M V8 Refer to OPAFITLDC.
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ 25 [ © 0 [ o [ 0 0o [ o [ 20 locator tool to find LDC.
WILSON TS DESN 2 Station may supply
Capacity = 106.3 MW another LDC's territory.
T Wit [ Wiz [ Wis | _Mid | Mis | W6 [ W17 ] Mie Refer to OPA FIT LDC
Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ %0 T2e9 ] w [ 0 [ o [ 0 T © locator tool to find LDC.
[ WILTSHIRE TS DESN 1 ] Station may supply
[ Capacly = 52.5 MW 1 another LDC's teritory.

For any information or inquiries please contact Toronto Hydro

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

[ WINDSOR MALDEN TS
Capacity = Sum of Buses MW
[Bus Capacity (VW) T B =40 T Y =50
Wi ] Ws [ W5 [ Wr [ We | Wi | Wz | W& | We | We [ Wi [ w2
[ATlocated Capacity (M) o0 | o0 | o0 [ 204 | 0 | 198 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 69 | 198 | 199
WINGHAM TS
Capacity = 56.8 MW
:ﬁ: Ve
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 28 0 10 8
[ WINONA TS | Station may supply
[ Capacily = 50.9 MW 1 another LDC's territory.

For any information or inquiries please contact Horizon Utities Corporation

WOLVERTON DS
Capacty = 16.5 MW
[Bus Capacity (VW) [T =153[12= 157
N

Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC.

[Aiocated Capacity (V) 59 | 0o
WONDERLAND TS Station may supply
Capacily = 68.3 MW another LDC's territory.
| L M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) 71 [ 20 | 0 | o0 | 0 | 0 [ 0 [ © locator tool to find LDC.

'WOODBRIDGE TS Station may supply
Capacily = Sum of Buses MW another LDC's territory.
Wi ] W2 | W3 [ W4 | W5 [ We | Wiz | W3 | W5 | W6 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o [ o | o | o [ o [ o [ o [ 0o [ o locator tool to find LDC.
WOODBRIDGE TS 27.6 Station may supply
Capacity = 10.8 MW another LDC's territory.
M1 M2 M3 T w4 T M5 T W6 Refer to OPAFIT LDC.
[Allocated Capacity (MW) [ o [ o [ o | o | 0 [ © locator tool to find LDC.
WOODBRIDGE TS 44 KV Station may Supply
Capacity = 0 MW another LDC's territory.
M2 T M3 [ W15 [ MT6 Refer to OPA FIT LDC.
[Allocated Capacity W) | 0 [ 0 T 0 T 0 locator tool to find LDC
[ WOODBRIDGE TS 44 kV. | Station may supply
[ Capacity = 0 MW 1 another LDC's teritory.
I For any information or inquiries please contact Hydro Ottawa 1 Refer to OPA FIT LDC
locator tool to find LDC
WOODSTOCK TS tation may supply | WOODSTOCK ZORRA DS
Capacity = 68.9 MW another LDC's territory.
| R A [ Refer to OPA FIT LDC
[Aocated Capacity (VW) "o [ 1o [ 20 [ 0 [ © 2 | 9 locator tool to find LDC
WOODSTOCK ZORRA DS WOODSTOCK ZORRA DS is
Capacly = 3.9 MW, of WOODSTOCK]
T 2 | TS M3 |
[Aiocated Capacity (VW) | K]




Distributed Generation
Feed-In Tariff
Interconnection Process
Flow Chart



IPP applies
under G5
process

Is itfora
net-metering
project?

S
IFP applies
under
1SQ/F ERC
PIOCESS

Is project
subjectto FERC
jurisdiction?

Yes

IPP submits inter connection
application to utility with
F5,000 deposit

Y

Utility notifies IPP of receipt
of application wiin 5
business days

Y

Ui lity rewiews
application

Utility

days whether application
is complete

Utility adds application to
interconnection queus

v

notifies IPP wifin 10 business

Stop

IPP modifies
application and
resubmits to utility,
or requests
extension wiin 10
business da




v

Utility performs revew of
application under FERC
SGIP Fast Track Screening
Criteria

v

Utility notifies IPP of results
of Fast Track Review wiin
15 business days of
natification that application
s complete

Utility and IPP schedule and hold
optional Scoping Meeting win 10
business days, if mutually agreed.
Utility provides IPP with
Interconne ction Agreement (&)
befare start of Scoping Meeting, or
wilin & business days after decision
not to hold Scoping Meeting

Froject passes
Fast Track
screens?

IPP decides to
proceed?

Yes
Utility prowvides IPP with an
+ 1% wfin & business day fF5
IPP signs 1A and returns itto utiity | o =l I D)
w system upgrade cost payment imp act an the EIEF‘T”“ =1 =1
system and no additional
+ facilties are required,
othemwise wiin 15 business
Mecessary systermn upgrade days

waork performed

v

Commissioning and
witnessing as required

v

Utility provides |PP with authorization to
connectto distribution grid




Utility and IPP schedule
and hold Scoping Meeting
wifin 10 business days, if

mutually agreed

IPP decides to
proceed?

IPP decides to
proceed?

Utility prowvides |[PP IPP returns L
Yeg with FS Agreements executed copy Utlrt;rsc:r:auah
Feasibilty Study and estimated cost of FS trams mits FS
(F ) required? wiin 5 business days Agreement » report ta [PP
of Scoping Meeting with payment wlin 30
or decision not to to utility wiin 15 et e
hald ane business days
-}
Utility provides U“'"S"IS“;":L”"“
IPP with SIS IPP returns transmits SIS
Yes Agreement win executed copy repart to |PP
Systemn Impact 5 business days of 515 . win 95
Study [(515) of completion of Agreement business days
reguired? FS, ar with payment FFS was
determination to utility wiin 15 farmed
the F5 is not business days pe '
required wiin 60 days i
not
<
LHility prowvides
IPF with FaS 'T{E’:::‘;T Utility eonducts Fas
Agreement and B andtrarsmits Fas
¥ estimated cost Fas repart o IPP win 30
Facilifies Study £3 wiin S business T business days rI' onky
(FaS) required? da?s.':d with ™ I.r'!t?arcnnnec'tmr"l
completion of avmant Facilities are required,
515 ar h!:n,‘_"ﬂ orwfin 45 business
determination business days if system
that 515 is not 7= upgrades are required
required

IPP decides to
proceed?




Sample IOU Interconnection Data Report

Name of IOU: Sample G&E

Date: 10/19/2009 12:29
Distribution Total Allocated Queued Available
Circuit/ Bus  Capacity Capacity Capacity Capacity Supply Availability
Station Name Name (MW) (MW) (MW) (MW) Circuit Name (MW)

Amador TS Total 50 19 3 28 C4R 50
Amador TS A5A6 25 7 0 18 C4R 50
Amador TS A7A8 25 12 3 10 C4R 50
Irvine DS Total 8 4 0 4 M6E 50
McCloud TS DESN1 Total 84 43 5 36 117J 120
McCloud TS DESN1 B 41 28 3 10 117J 120
McCloud TS DESN1 Y 43 15 2 26 117J 120
Ridge DS Total 10 5 1 3 L4V 60
Ridge DS T 4 1 L4V 60
Ridge DS T2 5 3 0 2 L4V 60




Appendix E

PUC FIT Program

Auction Capacity Apportionment Process

Prior year's electricity usage in northern CA region:

Prior year's electricity usage in central CA region:

Prior year's electricity usage in southern CA region:
Total prior year's electricity usage in California:

Single Auction Capacity Target:

Northern Region Total Auction Capacity:
Northern Region Project Size Range Capacities:
100 kW to 1 MW
1 MW to 5 MW
5 MW to 10 MW
Total

Central Region Total Auction Capacity:
Central Region Project Size Range Capacities:
100 kW to 1 MW
1 MW to 5 MW
5 MW to 10 MW
Total

Southern Region Total Auction Capacity:
Southern Region Project Size Range Capacities:
100 kW to 1 MW
1 MW to 5 MW
5 MW to 10 MW
Total

50,000 GW
60,000 GW
120,000 GW

230,000 GW

500 MW
109 MW
22 MW

33 MW
54 MW

109 MW

130 MW

26 MW
39 MW
65 MW

130 MW

261 MW

52 MW
78 MW
130 MW

261 MW

21.74%
26.09%
52.17%

—_100.00%

500 X 21.74%

20%
30%
50%

100%

500 X 26.09%

20%
30%
50%

100%

500 X 52.17%

20%
30%
50%

100%




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Continue
Implementation and Administration of California
Renewables Portfolio Standard Program

Rulemaking 08-08-009
(Filed August 21, 2008)

VERIFICATION

[, William S. Kammerer, am a representative of the FIT Coalition and
am authorized to make this verification on the organization’s behalf. The
statements in the forgoing document are true to the best of my knowledge,
except for those matters that are stated on information and belief, and as to

those matters | believe them to be true.
| declare under penalty of perjury that the forgoing is true and correct.

Executed this 19" day of October, 2009, at Pleasant Hill, CA

W/Z——w

William S. Kammerer
Director of Policy
The FIT Coalition

2092 Mohawk Drive

Pleasant Hill, CA 94523




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Continue
Implementation and Administration of California
Renewables Portfolio Standard Program

Rulemaking 08-08-009
(Filed August 21, 2008)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[, William S. Kammerer hereby certify that | have on this date caused
the attached FIT COALITION COMMENTS ON ADMINISTRATIVE LAW
JUDGE’S RULING REGARDING PRICING APPROACHES AND
STRUCTURES FOR A FEED-IN TARIFF in R.08-08-009 to be served to all
known parties by either United States mail or electronic mail, to each party
named in the official attached service list obtained from the Commission’s
website, attached hereto, and pursuant to the Commission’s Rules of Practice

and Procedure.

Dated October 20, 2009, at Pleasant Hill, California
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William S. Kammerer
Director of Policy
The FIT Coalition

2092 Mohawk Drive

Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
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