
 

 

 Reply Attention of: R. Brian Wallace, Q.C. 
 Direct Phone: 604.641.4852 
 Direct Fax: 604.646.2551 
 E-mail: rbw@bht.com 
 Our File: 11-4265 
 Date: November 28, 2012 

 
 
 
British Columbia Utilities Commission  
6th Floor – 900 Howe Street 
Vancouver, BC V6Z 2V3 
 
Attention: Erica Hamilton, Commission Secretary  
 
Dear Sirs/Mesdames: 
 
Re: Inquiry into Potential Adjustments for the British Columbia Mandatory 

Reliability Standards (MRS) Program, Order R-72-12 (Inquiry) 
Association of Major Power Customers of BC (AMPC)  
Request for BCUC Forbearance 

 
We are legal counsel to AMPC in this matter.  We write to follow up on issues raised 
during the November 21, 2012 workshop convened by the Commission as part of the 
Mandatory Reliability Standards (MRS) Inquiry process established by Commission 
Order R-72-12 (MRS Inquiry).  In terms of direct action, AMPC is asking the Commission 
to: 
 

 Take immediate steps to modify the administration of the existing MRS 
program so that the Commission and its agent, WECC, forebear from 
enforcing existing MRS reporting and audit functions for those entities 
where imminent changes to NERC MRS requirements will likely eliminate 
these requirements in the future; and   

 
 Direct BC Hydro and FortisBC to enter into discussions with any 

interested industrial customers for the specific purpose of reaching 
agreement on the terms and conditions pertaining to assignment of MRS 
responsibilities borne by the industrial to the utility, and if those 
negotiations are not successful within 60 days of the Commission’s 
direction, appoint an individual pursuant to section 78 of the Utilities 
Commission Act to inquire into the state of the negotiations and the 
issues outstanding and report to the Commission.   
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 Consider the effectiveness of the procedure to assign MRS compliance 
obligations within the MRS Inquiry’s examination of potential 
modifications to the BC Rules of Procedure. 

 
1. Overview and Summary 
 
It is our opinion, for the reasons set out in this letter, that the Commission is within its 
rights to apply its discretion judiciously and not strictly enforce legislation that it 
reasonably expects to change in the near term.  This is particularly the case where the 
Commission is facilitating that change and at all times, the public interest imperatives of 
public safety and electrical system reliability with respect to industrial customers will be 
maintained by existing long-term contractual arrangements between the customers and 
BC Hydro.   
 
Decisions to forebear or selectively enforce statutory obligations are appropriate and 
lawful exercises of the Commission’s mandate because the Commission’s duty to 
undertake MRS violation proceedings is discretionary and allows the Commission to 
take into account relevant facts and new circumstances, such as the new Bulk Electric 
System.  A recent example of similar forbearance in the face of statutory obligations is 
found in the approach taken by the government and BC Hydro with respect to the 
statutory obligation of BC Hydro to file an Integrated Resource Plan in December 2012 
pursuant to section 3 of the Clean Energy Act at a time when it made no sense to do so 
due to rapidly changing circumstances.   
 
At the MRS workshop, Mr. Thomas and Mr. Martin Huang of BC Hydro made 
presentations concerning the scope of the Inquiry and the regulatory changes in the U.S. 
that precipitated it.  AMPC members and representatives also commented on their 
experience with the BC MRS program and with other jurisdictions’ MRS approaches.  
These presentations and comments established the following: 
 

 The current MRS program entails material cost and reporting obligations for 
industrial electricity customers that do not result in improvements to system 
reliability.  These obligations are a result of broadly defined legislation and 
regulations that capture large industrial customers whose activities do not have a 
material impact on overall system reliability. The MRS program obligations of 
concern to the industrial customers do not include taking steps to improve 
reliability that the companies would not otherwise undertake.  Such steps 
continue to be carried out as before, pursuant to customers’ agreements with BC 
Hydro, FortisBC, and the companies’ own underwriters.  The MRS requirements 
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only transfer responsibility for various MRS administrative obligations formerly 
and normally borne by the transmission provider to customers.  

 Similar concerns in the U.S. have caused NERC to propose a new and narrower 
definition of the “Bulk Electric System” (BES) to FERC, which BC Hydro expects 
will be adopted within the current calendar year. Commission Staff have said 
they expect to use this new BES definition basis for a “straw dog” proposal in 
drafting a report recommending changes to the legislation governing the BC 
MRS program. This makes sense because BC’s MRS program is predicated on 
common North American reliability standards and because the new definition is 
better targeted to those that may make a material difference to BES reliability. 

 If revisions to the legislation governing the BC MRS program substantially reflect 
the new BES definition, the program’s scope will narrow, normally excluding 
loads and generation connected at less than 100 kV or located on radial lines.  It 
is expected that this change will likely remove the expensive reporting obligations 
for most of BC Hydro’s industrial customers referred to above.  

 In these circumstances, it makes no sense to actively enforce statutory 
requirements, particularly audits, that continue an expensive administrative 
process and may result in financial penalties of up to $1,000,000 per day of non-
compliance and that are expected by all to change in the near term. 

AMPC therefore requests that the Commission immediately decide to forebear from 
requiring entities that are anticipated to be removed from active MRS monitoring by the 
new BES definition to: 
 

 register with WECC, 
 complete mitigation plans, and  
 undergo auditing. 

 
The Commission can do this simply and effectively by indicating that during the period of 
the MRS Inquiry, it does not intend to commence administrative proceedings in relation 
to entities that may be excluded from the MRS program under the new BES definition, 
and by directing its agent, WECC, to prioritize its compliance monitoring activities 
accordingly. 
 
In addition, AMPC requests that the Commission include within topic 1 of the MRS 
Inquiry the desirability and effectiveness of the ability to assign MRS compliance 
responsibility to other entities.  Notwithstanding the theoretical ability to assign that 
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responsibility, customer assignments have not taken place in spite of repeated requests 
to the relevant entities. 
 
2. Discussion 
 
The following sections of this letter elaborate on the MRS context and customer 
concerns described in summary form above.  It is organized into the following sections: 
 

a) MRS program background  
b) Changes to the BES definition 
c) BCUC MRS inquiry 
d) Impacts on customers 
e) MRS obligations in other Canadian jurisdictions 
f) Commission obligations under MRS program 
g) Assignment of MRS reporting obligations to transmission providers (BC Hydro 

and FortisBC)  
 
a) MRS Program Background 
 
Prior to the advent of MRS in British Columbia, system reliability was really the sole 
responsibility of BC Hydro with oversight by the BCUC.  BC Hydro determined what was 
needed in terms of reliability measures and standards and implemented the system. The 
standards included setting requirements for customers connecting to the system and the 
operation and maintenance of customers’ plants.  The same or similar standards and 
supporting agreements are still in place.  BC Hydro still has the right to disconnect, 
without notice, any customer it feels is endangering or interfering with the BC Hydro 
electrical system without notice.  
 
In 2003, a massive blackout in northeastern and Midwest U.S. states and Ontario was 
caused by multiple unconnected malfunctions. Overgrown vegetation, poor voltage 
regulation on the part of Ohio control room operators, software bugs, and failed alarm 
systems caused cascading power outages.  265 power plants went offline and deprived 
55 million people of electricity. Partially in response, the North American Electricity 
Reliability Corporation (NERC) was granted authority by the U.S. Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC) in 2007 to legally enforce reliability standards for users 
of the U.S. bulk power system. 
 
In British Columbia, section 125.2 of the Utilities Commission Act (UCA) was added in 
2008.  This section establishes NERC and the Western Electricity Coordinating Council 
WECC as standard-making bodies.  BC Hydro is required to review and report on 
appropriate NERC and WECC standards and the Commission is required to adopt the 
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identified MRS standards if they are in the public interest.  In other words, U.S. 
standards have been adopted for BC wholesale, unless the Commission specifically 
rejects them.  Well over 100 individual MRS standards have been adopted by the 
Commission in this manner. 
 
The MRS Regulation was introduced on February 23, 2009.  It defines to whom the 
reliability standards adopted by the BCUC applies.  Notably, MRS standards apply to 
transmission facility owners, transmission facility operators, generators supplying 
electricity to the bulk power system, and entities with under-frequency load-shedding 
(UFLS) devices.  This last category brings under MRS many of BC’s industrial 
customers who would not be otherwise included, because their interconnection 
agreements with BC Hydro require them to purchase and maintain UFLS devices.  While 
BC’s legal framework is similar to that of other provinces, we are advised that the MRS 
regulations affecting load are much less onerous elsewhere.  In other provinces, 
discretion has been exercised so that the MRS regulations are not applicable to entities 
which have no material impact on system reliability and/or, in some cases, the power 
utility typically owns and operates UFLS infrastructure, as its principal purpose is system 
protection. 
 
On October 15, 2009, the BCUC appointed WECC as the BCUC’s Administrator and 
Reliability Coordinator in BCUC Order G-123-09.  The BCUC and WECC also developed 
“Rules of Procedure for Reliability Standards in British Columbia”, which included a 
Registration Manual, Compliance Monitoring Program, and Compliance Provisions.  
BCUC Order G-194-11 adopted WECC’s 2012 Implementation Plan for Monitoring 
Compliance with British Columbia Reliability Standards 
 
WECC monitors compliance on behalf of the BCUC.  Registered Entities are also to be 
audited every three to six years for compliance.  Audits may occur on or off site and 
require a significant amount of record keeping, preparation and documentation.   
 
Sections 109.1 to 109.8 of the UCA and the Administrative Penalty Regulation were 
implemented in November 2012.  These provisions allow the Commission to impose 
substantial financial penalties of up to $1 million per day in response to MRS violations 
following a hearing, i.e., the Compliance Procedure adopted by the Commission and 
administered by WECC. 
 
b) Changes to BES Definition 
 
NERC is now proposing changes that will remove entities who do not pose a material 
risk to system reliability from MRS monitoring and reporting obligations.  As described by 
BC Hydro at the workshop, concern in the U.S. about conflicting definitions of what 
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constitutes the bulk electrical system resulted in a 2010 direction from FERC to NERC to 
revise its BES definition.  Following an extensive consultation and drafting period 
involving entities across the U.S. and Canada, a revised definition was presented to 
FERC for approval.  BC Hydro expects FERC to approve the new definition before the 
end of 2012. 
 
The new definition has three components: 

 
 An initial “bright-line test” of components operating at or above 100 kV. 

 
 A list of five “inclusions” and four “exclusions” that supplement the bright-line test.  

The exclusions notably include configurations of “radial” loads that will apply to 
most industrial customers in BC and some distribution networks. 
 

 A detailed exception request process for circumstances where neither the 
inclusions nor exclusions achieve an appropriate result from a reliability 
perspective.  The exception process can move an entity in or out of the scope of 
BES reliability standard compliance.  The exception process is anchored in 
NERC’s Rules of Procedure. 
 

These tests, if applied in BC, would significantly reduce the number of BC entities with 
MRS reporting obligations. 
 
c) BCUC MRS Inquiry 
 
Commission Order R-72-12 established the MRS Inquiry (Inquiry).  The goal of the 
Inquiry is a report to government concerning potential changes to the MRS Regulation 
and potentially, the Utilities Commission Act, in response to the new BES definition in 
the U.S.  Recitals “P” and “Q” of Order R-72-12 and the information provided by 
Commission Staff during the Inquiry workshop, make it clear that adopting the new BES 
definition into the MRS program legislation will be a topic of the Inquiry Report.   
 
The Inquiry has two other components: modifying the BC Rules of Procedure to include 
an exception process (i.e., mirroring the exception process proposed for NERC’s Rules 
of Procedure), and considering appropriate reference amounts for the new 
Administrative Penalties Regulation.   
 
AMPC members and representatives were also clear at the Inquiry workshop that the 
application of the “exclusions” in the new proposed U.S. BES definition is welcome and 
would address many of their issues. 
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d) Impacts on Customers 
 
Industrial transmission customers have found themselves subject to reliability reporting 
standards designed for the owners and operators of material components of the bulk 
system infrastructure as a result of ownership of relatively small portions of local 
transmission or UFLS devices.   
 
Entities potentially captured by the definitions contained in the MRS Regulation must 
register with WECC.  Entities must review each standard, determine if it is relevant and –
in relation to each standard – perform a self-assessment of their compliance.  For each 
standard, if the industrial is not in compliance with the pro forma standard, a detailed 
“Mitigation Plan” must be filed and approved by WECC and the Commission. 
 
This initial “set-up” process is expensive.  Industrial customers typically do not have the 
sophisticated and broad power systems expertise necessary to review and analyze 
around 100 standards and develop a compliance strategy and program.  Their 
experience with electrical equipment is related to maintaining and operating electrical 
equipment at a plant level. Unlike BC Hydro, they are not familiar with reliability design, 
operation, or reporting for large electrical systems.   Accordingly, consultants have been 
hired to fulfill these obligations, with initial set-up costs per customer ranging from 
between $25,000 to $60,000, depending upon the number of industrial sites affected. 
 
It is important to emphasize that the reliability standards do not require customers to 
operate their facilities in new or different ways.  They incorporate existing practices.  
Rules and agreements between utilities and customers concerning the interaction of 
customer facilities with the transmission system reflect these practices (e.g., 
interconnection agreements and System Operating Orders), and fundamentally require 
and ensure prudent customer behaviour.  Behaviour that could impact system reliability 
can result in disconnection. 
 
Once MRS registration has been accomplished and mitigation plans accepted, each 
standard typically contains WECC reporting requirements and detailed record-keeping.  
While customers have a history of maintaining and operating their electrical equipment 
and enjoy collaborative and/or contractual relationships for the maintenance and testing 
of UFLS equipment with BC Hydro and FortisBC, these obligations are consistent with 
utilities’ management of the bulk power system and do not require extensive reviews of 
standards or third party reporting obligations by the customers.   
 
Industrial customers must also expect WECC audits every three to six years.  Audits are 
a serious and involved process that demand significant preparation.  The ongoing costs 
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of audits and preparing for audits range from between $5,000 to $15,000 per site per 
year, and expose industrial customers to the risk of administrative penalties. 
 
Many industrial customers have hired additional electrical engineers and consultants 
who have the sole task of managing MRS evaluation and reporting.  Finding qualified 
people to do this work is challenging in the present environment, due to a limited pool of 
individuals with the required skills.  As mentioned previously, the new employees and 
consultants are not involved in operating, monitoring or maintaining the system in any 
new or different way.  They are simply managing compliance and reporting obligations. 
 
Commission forbearance would, accordingly, not change the operation of electrical 
components.  Rather, it would reduce the amount of administrative work related to those 
components, returning to an environment comparable to past practices and to other 
jurisdictions. 
 
e) Practices in other Canadian Jurisdictions 
 
Compliance with NERC reliability standards is a general obligation in other Canadian 
jurisdictions, as is the use of U.S. “reliability organizations” like WECC by provincial 
regulators.  Despite a similar high-level approach, however, small differences in 
implementation have resulted in significantly different outcomes in the practical scope of 
regulation for industrial customers.  Two key distinctions appear to be responsible for the 
differences.    
 
First, some jurisdictions consider material impact on the system reliability risk in 
determining what entities are required to register.  BC does not have a way to exclude 
customers based on the lack of material impact on reliability risk.  For example, 
operations with no potential material impact, such as plants that have shut down, 
continue to have MRS responsibilities.  While the revised BES definition will likely deal 
with many of these cases, BC should still have, as others do, a reasonable exemption 
process to deal with individual cases that arise in the future.  In this regard, the first topic 
raised in the MRS Inquiry Order is well-founded. 
 
A second distinction is that regulators and utilities in other jurisdictions appear to pay 
more attention to the inherent nature of the reliability function, which is to benefit all 
customers, and impose MRS reliability responsibilities accordingly. In many cases, this 
results in the bulk transmission provider assuming both responsibility for system 
protection and ensuring the appropriate facilities are available, directly or by contract. 
  
This distinction is evident at the load level when one looks at how UFLS devices are 
treated.  As noted above, BC Hydro and FortisBC interconnection or supply agreements 
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require transmission customers to own and maintain UFLS devices.  However, section 
2(c)(ii)(A) of the MRS Regulation makes the owner or operator of a UFLS device 
“designed, installed and operated for the protection of the bulk power system” subject to 
distribution MRS standards, without regard to whether these devices are material to the 
operation of the bulk power system.  As these devices can be required for relatively 
small loads, registration can become an automatic requirement in BC where it might not 
otherwise be. 
 
In contrast, we are advised by AMPC members that they are generally not required to 
register similar operations in other provinces.  Registration lists for other jurisdictions like 
Alberta, Manitoba and Ontario confirm this.  We expect the reasons for this outcome are 
the ability of other provincial regulators to exclude from a MRS regime entities with 
operations that are not material to system reliability and the acceptance by other 
provincial transmission entities of MRS responsibility for equipment required for system 
reliability.  For example:   
 

 In Alberta, the Alberta Electric System Operator (AESO) has the discretion under 
section 19 of the Transmission Regulation to establish Alberta-specific reliability 
standards.  We understand that the AESO is currently doing so.1  The effects of 
its standard-making to date are reflected in the October 2012 list of registered 
entities, which does not include many entities of the sort captured by the BC 
MRS Regulation.2   

 
 In Manitoba, the Midwest Reliability Organization (MRO), similar to WECC, is 

responsible for designating entities that should register with NERC.  In Manitoba, 
the application of MRS Standards must not be directed at facilities that do not 
materially affect the regional electricity grid3 and decisions can be appealed to 
the Public Utilities Board.4 

 
 In Ontario, MRS obligations can be removed if the Independent Electric System 

Operator (IESO) “determines that the market participant’s facilities do not have a 
material impact on the reliability of the bulk power system”.5   
 

                                                 
1 http://www.aeso.ca/downloads/ARS-Registration_Guideline_version_1.2.pdf 
2 http://www.aeso.ca/downloads/Registry_20121016.xls 
3 Manitoba Hydro Act, CCSM c. H190, s. 15.0.1(2)(b). 
4 Reliability Standards Regulation, Man Reg 25/2012, s. 7. 
5 http://ieso.ca/imoweb/pubs/ircp/IESO_Applicability_Criteria_for_Compliance_with_NERC_ 

Standards_and_NPCC_Criteria.pdf, section 6, p. 5. 
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 We are also advised that in several provinces, the transmission company installs, 
maintains and reports on UFLS equipment, thus removing UFLS devices as a 
major source of MRS obligations. 
 

An additional consideration is that the WECC process designed to manage this issue in 
the U.S., the Off-Nominal Frequency Load Shedding Plan, is expected to be approved 
on December 5, 2012.6  This plan contemplates the possibility of other entities being 
responsible to WECC for UFLS where they have contracts with the UFLS equipment 
owner for maintenance and testing.  This plan effectively endorses the appropriateness 
of the long-standing BC situation, where BC Hydro has contractual arrangements with its 
customers regarding the installation and maintenance of UFLS equipment to ensure its 
availability and the protection of system reliability.   
 
Accordingly, Commission forbearance based on an anticipated BES definition would 
result in outcomes similar to the current situation in other Canadian jurisdictions.   
 
f) Commission Obligations Under MRS Program  
 
The Commission has a legislated obligation under the UCA to adopt the MRS standards 
recommended to it by BC Hydro that the Commission finds to be in the public interest.7  
Where MRS standards have been violated, the Commission may consider administrative 
penalties, following a hearing.8   
 
The Commission has appointed WECC as its Compliance Administrator under section 8 
of the UCA and has adopted the Compliance Monitoring Plan (CMP) as part of the MRS 
Program.9  Under the CMP, WECC investigates and makes a recommendation to the 
Commission about MRS violations.10   
 
In short, the Commission is the ultimate decision-maker and WECC is the Commission’s 
agent.  The Commission’s general powers and responsibilities under the UCA and as an 
administrative tribunal govern how it administers the MRS compliance regime and 
provides direction to WECC.  
 
Government has delegated the administration of the MRS program to the Commission.  
Inherent in this delegation is an expectation and obligation to administer the associated 

                                                 
6 http://www.wecc.biz/standards/development/wecc-0065/default.aspx 
7 UCA, s. 125.2. 
8 UCA, ss. 109.1 and 109.2. 
9 Order G-123-09. 
10 CMP, section 4.0, pp. 12-14. 
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powers judiciously, with due regard for the current facts and circumstances.  It is the 
changed facts and circumstances that call for a restraint now.  As described in Macaulay 
and Sprague’s well-regarded Practice and Procedure Before Administrative Tribunals: 

When Parliament gives discretion to an official it intends that that official exercise 
the discretion when the situation arises.  To exercise discretion does not 
necessarily require that the official actually take some action.  Where the grant of 
discretion contains the authority to determine when it is appropriate or proper to 
act the official will be considered to have exercised the discretion as long as the 
official considers whether he or she should act or not.  The official need not 
decide to actually take some action as a result of that consideration.11 

Similarly, the Supreme Court of British Columbia recently recognized that it is perfectly 
legitimate to administer a regulatory regime in a “selective” manner, and that doing so to 
efficiently marshal scarce resources is neither discriminatory nor contrary to law:  

The circumstances of this case simply reflect, as do many cases, an instance of 
selective enforcement by a municipality of various regulatory requirements.12 

A closer-to-home example for the Commission is BC Hydro’s Integrated Resource Plan 
(IRP) – specifically, its absence.  Despite legislation requiring submission of the IRP this 
year,13 the Minister of Energy has announced that due to new facts and circumstances, 
i.e., electricity supply contract negotiations with natural gas liquefaction plants, BC Hydro 
will not submit its IRP this year.14  There, as here, it makes little sense to expend time 
and effort in a regulatory pursuit that would be overtaken by facts and provide little, if 
any, benefits to British Columbia. 
 
g) Assignment of Customer MRS Obligations to BC Hydro and FortisBC 
 
As highlighted by Commission staff and consultants at the workshop, an additional 
reasonable measure for handling the existing MRS situation is for BC Hydro and 
FortisBC to take on the MRS reporting obligations for customer facilities.  This would 
reflect the fact that customer facilities that can affect system reliability are required by 
the utility’s tariff to be designed, built, maintained, and operated to utility-specified 
standards.  Furthermore, in most cases, such facilities are required by the utility for 
system reliability purposes and not any customer service need.  In addition, the two 
                                                 
11 Robert W. Macaulay and James L.H. Sprague, Practice and Procedure Before Administrative 
Tribunals, looseleaf, 6 vols. (Toronto:  Thomson Canada Limited, 2004) at 5B-14.11-12. 
12 T.S.G. Sales Ltd. v. Vancouver (City), 2012 BCSC 1177. 
13 Clean Energy Act, s. 3. 
14 http://www.canada.com/business/energy/prospects+prompt+province+extend+Hydro+ 

mega+plan+deadline/7491507/story.html 
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utilities have far more experience and expertise with respect to MRS system reliability 
matters and are in a better situation to monitor WECC requirements and ensure 
compliance with those obligations.  Prior to MRS, responsibility for system reliability 
planning and implementation was always the responsibility of the utilities.  Paradoxically, 
the advent of MRS in BC has, in some areas, reduced the responsibilities of utilites with 
respect to reliability and imposed inappropriate obligations on customers, all in the name 
of improved reliability. 
 
One way of rectifying this situation is for the MRS obligations of the customers to be 
assigned back to the utilities.  This has been acknowledged by the utilities in various 
meetings and by the Commission in the Tembec Decision,15 but has not been achieved 
in practice.  While acknowledging the possibility, the utilities have not moved forward in 
any meaningful way. 
 
Accordingly, AMPC requests that the Commission direct BC Hydro and FortisBC 
to enter into discussions with any interested industrial customers for the specific 
purpose of reaching agreement on the terms and conditions pertaining to 
assignment of MRS responsibilities borne by the industrial to the utility, and if 
those negotiations are not successful within 60 days of the Commission’s 
direction, appoint an individual pursuant to section 78 of the UCA to inquire into 
the state of the negotiations and the issues outstanding and report to the 
Commission.   
 
3. Conclusions  
 
For the foregoing reasons, we reiterate our view that the Commission should take notice 
of the workshop content and the facts provided there.   
 
The Commission should conclude that maintaining registration, mitigation, and audit 
requirements for industrial customers likely to be affected by NERC’s proposed BES 
definition results in unnecessary expense and effort and is not in the public interest.  It is 
within its rights to issue a direction that it will not proceed with enforcement proceedings 
in relation to electricity customers that are expected to be exempted by the BES 
definition proposed to FERC, at least until the MRS Inquiry process has concluded. 
 
Finally, irrespective of the Inquiry outcomes, it is likely that some industrial customers 
will remain subject to MRS compliance and that electrical utilities will be better placed to 
undertake MRS compliance.  Parties have been aware for some time of the assignment 

                                                 
15 Order G-134-11, Appendix A, pp. 4-5. 
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provisions that currently exist under the MRS program,16 but assignments in relation to 
industrial customers have not taken place.  The Commission should direct assignment 
discussions, and in parallel, the effectiveness of the assignment procedure should be 
considered as part of adding an exception process to the BC Rules of Procedure. 
 
Please contact the writer if you have any questions. 
 
 
Yours truly, 
 
Bull, Housser & Tupper LLP 

 
R. Brian Wallace, Q.C. 
 
c.  Mark Thomas, Director of Infrastructure 
 BC Utilities Commission 
 

Les MacLaren, Assistant Deputy Minister  
Ministery of Energy, Mines and Natural Gas 

 
W. Scott Barillaro, Director, Transmission and Industrial Electricity Policy  
Ministry of Energy, Mines and Natural Gas 

                                                 
16 Registration Manual, section 4. 




