
Reply to: Leigha Worth 
lworth@bcpiac.com 

Ph: 604-687-3034 

September 5, 2018 

VIA E-FILING 

Patrick Wruck 
Commission Secretary 
BC Utilities Commission  
6th Floor 900 Howe Street 
Vancouver, BC V6Z 2N3  Our File:  7636 

Dear Mr. Wruck: 

Re: British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority Review of the Regulatory Oversight 
of Capital Expenditures and Projects ~ Project No. 3698877 

I am writing in response to the Commission’s August 29, 2018 letter (Exhibit A-19) in which the 
Panel asked for submissions from BC Hydro and interveners regarding CEC’s proposed 
evidence.  Please note that I continue to represent the groups known in this process as 
BCOAPO et al. and I make these submissions on their behalf. 

The Panel made a determination on Scope as laid out in Order G-126-18 (see below): 

The Panel denies CEC’s proposed amendment to the scope of the Review. The 
Panel agrees with BCSEA that addressing how the BCUC regulates or exercises its 
regulatory authority over BC Hydro's capital planning decisions and capital expenditures 
is a fundamentally different topic than the filing guidelines that identify what information 
BC Hydro will provide in the various circumstances in which the BCUC exercises 
regulatory authority over BC Hydro's capital spending. This is similar to BC Hydro’s point 
that CEC’s suggestion is more than an addition to the scope of this proceeding and is an 
entirely different scope that is not related to the regulatory oversight of BC Hydro’s 
capital expenditures and projects.” (page 9) 

After that determination, CEC filed a proposal laying out its modified plans for evidence to assist 
the Commission in its evaluation of the evidence in this process (Exhibit C3-6).  

“The CEC expects to provide evidence with respect to appropriate Commission 
information requirements of BC Hydro in order to effectively carry out its oversight and 
regulatory responsibilities with regard to BC Hydro's capital investments. The following is 
a diagram of the key Capital Management system components and a brief description of 
the scope of some of the information requirements the CEC intends to examine as 
appropriate for enabling effective Commission oversight and regulatory decision 
making.” 

“The CEC expects that all of the issues and items reviewed and proposed will be for 
information that the Commission should have available in its processes to ensure that it 
can be effective. All proposals derived from the CEC analysis and evidence will be 
aimed at this objective and will not deal with proposing direction of any BC Hydro 
internal management of capital. Therefore the CEC expects that all of its evidence and 
recommendations will be in scope.” 
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BCOAPO Submissions 
 
The proposed CEC Evidence seeks to identify filing requirements by setting out – at a generic 
level - the various stages generally used in capital spending planning and management and 
then defining what information requirements out each the BCUC should expect and require it to 
receive in order to properly review and oversee BC Hydro’s capital expenditures.  In its letter of 
August 27, 2018 CEC has provided an overview of both the framework its Evidence will use 
(i.e., the various stages of a capital management system) as well as an overview of the types of 
information that could expected to flow from each.  In BCOAPO’s view the evidence summary 
provides sufficient information as to the expected content of the proposed evidence.  
 
BCOAPO notes that the proposed evidence is not focused on BC Hydro’s actual internal 
processes but rather what information the BCUC should reasonably expect to be available and 
that it would require in order to carry out a proper review and oversight of capital expenditures.  
As a result, the scope of the evidence is, in our submission, in line with the BCUC’s 
determinations regarding the scope of the current proceeding. 
 
Furthermore, in contrast to BC Hydro’s proposals which are based largely on past practice and 
what has been historically provided to the Commission, CEC takes an alternative and, in 
BCOAPO’s view, a more comprehensive approach to the question of what the Commission’s 
filing requirements regarding BC Hydro’s capital expenditures should be.  BCOAPO sees the 
evidence as making useful contribution to the current proceeding and it should be allowed to be 
put on the record, tested, and considered accordingly 
 
Do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. 
 
Yours truly, 
BC Public Interest Advocacy Centre 
 
Original on file signed by: 
 
Leigha Worth 
Barrister & Solicitor 
Executive Director  

 
 




