Fwd: Letter

From: Kim Marshall <kim.marshall@ieso.ca>

To: "Hume, Steen (ENERGY)" <steen.hume@ontario.ca>
Cc: Jordan Penic <jordan.penic@ieso.ca>

Date: Sat, 13 May 2017 12:33:53 -0400

Attachments: Letter to Minister re Accounting Practices and KPMG Analysis_DRAFT_May12.docx
(77.22 kB); ATT00001.htm (168 bytes)

Ok with adding the opinion name. Michel took the opportunity to add value by changing. May be too late
for this much change, yet the changes are good. See attached.

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Picard, Michel" <mpicard@kpmg.ca>
Date: May 12, 2017 at 5:13:03 PM EDT

To: Kim Marshall <Kim.Marshall@ieso.ca>
Cc: Jordan Penic <jordan.penic@ieso.ca>
Subject: RE: Letter

Here you are.

From: Kim Marshall [mailto:Kim.Marshall@ieso.ca]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 5:07 PM

To: Picard, Michel <mpicard@kpmg.ca>
Cc: Jordan Penic <jordan.penic@ieso.ca>
Subject: Re: Letter

Can you send us a red line so we know what's you want changed?

Sent from my iPad

On May 12, 2017, at 5:06 PM, Picard, Michel <mpicard@kpmg.ca> wrote:

Give me 10 minutes.

From: Kim Marshall [mailto:Kim.Marshall@ieso.ca]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 5:06 PM

To: Picard, Michel <mpicard@kpmg.ca>
Cc: Jordan Penic <jordan.penic@ieso.ca>



Subject: Re: Letter

Is there something that you were uncomfortable with on the second look? Only thing
added was the title of the opinion?

Sent from my iPad

On May 12, 2017, at 4:52 PM, Picard, Michel <mpicard@kpmg.ca> wrote:

| am doing some changes. | have sent to another partner for review.

From: Kim Marshall [mailto:Kim.Marshall@ieso.ca]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 3:59 PM

To: Picard, Michel <mpicard@kpmg.ca>
Cc: Jordan Penic <jordan.penic@ieso.ca>
Subject: Fwd: Letter

You ok with name of report

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jordan Penic <jordan.penic@ieso.ca>
Date: May 12, 2017 at 3:51:16 PM EDT

To: Kim Marshall <Kim.Marshall@ieso.ca>
Subject: RE: Letter

Kim - here is a revised draft based on my conversation with Steen.
He'd like us to add in the name of the accounting opinion. If we
make the change, it might have to go back to Bruce for review, but
does this need to go back to KPMG as well?

From: Kim Marshall

Sent: May 12, 2017 2:08 PM
To: Hume, Steen (ENERGY)
Cc: Jordan Penic

Subject: Re: Letter



So other than that we are ok?

Sent from my iPad

On May 12, 2017, at 1:42 PM, Hume, Steen (ENERGY)
<Steen.Hume@ontario.ca> wrote:

Hi. | didn’t have the most up-to-date draft.

Jordan and | spoke.

Apologies for the confusion. Thanks

This e-mail message and any files transmitted with it are intended
only for the named recipient(s) above and may contain
information that is privileged, confidential and/or exempt from
disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient(s), any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-
mail message or any files transmitted with it is strictly prohibited.
If you have received this message in error, or are not the named
recipient(s), please notify the sender immediately and delete this
e-mail message.

This email was sent to you by KPMG (http://info.kpmg.ca). To sign up to receive
event invitations and other communications from us (we have some informative
publications that may be of interest to you), or to stop receiving electronic
messages sent by KPMG, visit the KPMG Online Subscription Centre

(http://subscribe.kpmg.ca).

At KPMG we are passionate about earning your trust and building a long-term
relationship through service excellence. This extends to our communications
with you.

Our lawyers have recommended that we provide certain disclaimer language
with our messages. Rather than including them here, we're drawing your
attention to the following links where the full legal wording appears.

Disclaimer concerning confidential and privileged
information/unintended recipient (http:/disclaimer.kpmg.ca).

Disclaimer concerning tax advice (http://taxdisclaimer.kpmg.ca).



If you are unable to access the links above, please cut and paste the URL that
follows the link into your browser.




