Feedback Form

Long-Term 2 RFP — April 24, 2025

Feedback Provided by:
Name: Warren Howard
Title: Consultant
Organization: Retired

Email: howardwarr@aol.com

Date: April 28, 2025

To promote transparency, feedback submitted will be posted on the LT RFP engagement page
unless otherwise requested by the sender.

O Yes — there is confidential information, do not post
O No — comfortable to publish to the IESO web pagex

Following the LT2 RFP April 24, 2024, engagement webinar, the Independent Electricity System
Operator (IESO) is seeking feedback from stakeholders on the items discussed. The presentation and
recording can be accessed from the LT2 engagement web page.

Note: The IESO will accept additional materials where it may be required to support your rationale
provided below. When sending additional materials please indicate if they are confidential.

Please submit feedback to engagement@ieso.ca by May 9, 2025.
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https://www.ieso.ca/Sector-Participants/Engagement-Initiatives/Engagements/Long-Term-RFP
mailto:engagement@ieso.ca

Tariff Risk Mitigation

Do you have any comments related to the tariff risk mitigation concepts presented during the
webinar?

LT2 RFP and Contract Updates

Do you have any comments related to the other RFP and Contract updates presented during the
webinar?

Status of the AIA

The division of the Agricultural Impact Assessment into 3 phases does not align with the
discussions currently taking place in the municipal consultation process. The key concern in
rural southern Ontario is protection of Prime Agricultural Lands and the constraint imposed
by the 2024 PPS is that non-agricultural uses be limited in scope. As discussions about
energy projects are currently underway with municipalities, the guidance from the AIA is
needed now.

In the absence of AIA guidance on the estimates of the land required by project components
provided by proponents are a concern. While they fall within the limits suggested in the
current documents, they do not align with previous experience with the land requirements of
similar projects. This leaves the municipal Councils and community groups operating in the
policy vacuum created by the IESO.

The full AIA direction is required before municipal councils are asked to support Municipal
Support Resolutions. It also exposes the municipal support resolutions based on faulty
claims from proponents subject to appeal to the Ontario Land Tribunal as the project is not
aligned with the requirements of the Provincial Policy Statement.

This direction cannot wait until 18 months after the contracts are issued, the full AIA needs
to be available before municipalities are asked to approve support resolutions. If the
document cannot be finalized to meet the current timelines, the proposal submission
guidelines need to be adjusted to align with the AIA timelines.

Alternate Sites

If a project is to be located in a Prime Agricultural Area, the process requires proponents to
provide municipalities with an assessment of alternate sites that they have considered. The
assumption is that if no more appropriate sites are identified, then it is appropriate to
proceed with the recommended location.

Energy projects can be located in a wide range of locations and the IESO points system
confirms an IESO preference for sites outside of Prime Agricultural areas and in northern
Ontario. On this basis, it is not appropriate to limit that analysis of alternate sites to a single
municipality, particularly if municipality is largely classed as a Prime Agricultural Area.

The attached map of zoning in South-West Oxford illustrates the situation. Two wind turbine
projects are proposed for this township. Clearly there is no way that either of them can
avoid use of Prime Agricultural Land which is shown in light yellow in the map.
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Rural Zoning in South-West Oxford

TOWN OF
INGERSOLL

RS2 SRS

o » \
\ \ "
- ~ ) 1 ¥
N -_r,._.a’\,_g_ ‘ :
2 Bz l2igig g = N X 7 —p—u
T 18 16714 T3 12 it 10 | o™ 8 ‘ 26 15 43 2
| 01 . i - . - N ~

w
|4
: /ﬂ & SAUl .
£ .
z .
(=] B _— IRD RD
0 . k ]
a .
£ I
S I .
= "
w
=] (.
g ‘
£ i, ==
s} d 7
z h
S
B &
v g
E
" g
- b i o =
== =
VERSCHOYLE g
v ) '\\\.‘ &
- ' ]
I S I N N z
|~ PN
— =z
S0k
LT L] DEREHA jt: 'g
. - <)" DEREHAM \
x iy CENTRE \
& phousERD 7 1
2 2K 126 125 24123 %2 |20 200 19] 18, 17, 16|15 | 1413 U2: 11} 10. g 765143121
Vil i J )
L ) **—‘—fv—i;‘74
=
vl
L
CUNODEN. |~y
1X
.
w - — T + s 2 1
4 b
I i " L -
3 X g b o= B 'I
S
BROWNSVILLE N4
o % e I3 KELLETT D}
I BROWNSVILE RD " I G TOWN OF
a # f BELMER j N
N { i | gt l TILLSONBURG
2 m=x . - " y
. - L/ |
= . I N i j -
] By o "
xul - :
L 1d

To be consistent with the IESO’s and the government'’s direction, municipalities need to have
the option of not supporting a project even if the proponent claims to be unable to find an
alternate location that meets the IESO’s preferences and the requirements of the PPS.

LT2 RFP Requirements for Crown Land Projects
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Do you have any comments regarding the new Proposal Submission requirements for Crown Land
Projects?

LT2 RFP Deliverability Update

Do you have any comments regarding the deliverability guidance updates presented during the
webinar?

General Comments/Feedback
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