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William J. Andrews 
Barrister & Solicitor 

1958 Parkside Lane, North Vancouver, BC, Canada, V7G 1X5 

Phone: 604-924-0921, Fax: 604-924-0918, Email: wjandrews@shaw.ca 

July 4, 2017 

British Columbia Utilities Commission  

Sixth Floor, 900 Howe Street, Box 250  

Vancouver, BC, V6Z 2N3  

Attn: Patrick Wruck, Commission Secretary 

By Web Posting 

Dear Mr. Wruck: 

Re: FortisBC Energy Inc. 2016 Rate Design Application ~ Project No.3698899 

BC Sustainable Energy Association and Sierra Club BC comments on process 

These are BCSEA-SCBC’s responses to the questions in the Commission’s June 28, 2017 letter 

[Exhibit A-10] in anticipation of the procedural conference scheduled for July 5, 2017. 

Item A: Early decision on key topics 

1. Subject to hearing the views of other parties at the procedural conference, BCSEA-SCBC do 

not object to the Commission issuing an early decision with determinations on  

 The Cost of Service Allocation (COSA) studies included in the Application, and 

 Whether the revenue to cost (R:C) ratio; the margin to cost (M:C) ratio; or a combination 

of both R:C and M:C ratios should be used to guide rate design and the corresponding 

range(s) of reasonableness of the selected ratio(s). 

2. Subject to hearing the views of other parties at the procedural conference, BCSEA-SCBC do 

not have a need for further process to gather more evidence on the above two topics?  

3. BCSEA-SCBC take no position at this time regarding the preferred form of process, if there 

will be one, to gather further evidence regarding the COSA and range of reasonableness topics. 

BCSEA-SCBC’s preference would be affected by the reason(s) one or more parties saw a need 

for more evidence on the two topics. 

4. BCSEA-SCBC do not have a preference for when the review of the above key topics should 

occur and when the early decision should be issued.  

Item B: FEI’s Transportation Service Review  

5. Subject to hearing the views of other parties at the procedural conference, BCSEA-SCBC are 

not opposed to FEI’s Transportation Service Review reviewed separately from the rest of FEI’s 

Application. Presumably the expectation is that doing so would be more efficient, which 

BCSEA-SCBC would support.  

6. BCSEA-SCBC themselves do not require process to gather more evidence on the 

Transportation Service Review.   

7. BCSEA-SCBC take no position at this time regarding the preferred form of process, if there 

will be one, to gather further evidence on the Transportation Service Review.  
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8. BCSEA-SCBC have no preference for when the review of the Transportation Service Review 

should occur.  

Item C: All other issues  

9. Subject to hearing the views of other parties at the procedural conference, BCSEA-SCBC are 

not aware of a need to gather more evidence on other issues within the Application not described 

above or on Elenchus’ Rate Design Report.  

10. BCSEA-SCBC take no position at this time regarding the preferred form of process, if there 

will be one, to gather further evidence regarding the COSA and range of reasonableness topics. 

BCSEA-SCBC’s preference would be affected by the reason(s) one or more parties saw a need 

for more evidence on the other issues. 

All the above is respectfully submitted. 

Yours truly, 

William J. Andrews 

 

 

Barrister & Solicitor 




