
LF:  COPE/ORGN/BCUC-BCH 

 

October 5, 2011 

 

Via email: commission.secretary@bcuc.com 

 

British Columbia Utilities Commission 

Sixth Floor, 900 Howe Street,  

Box 250 Vancouver, BC Canada  V6Z 2N3 

 

Attention:  Alanna Gillis, Acting Commission Secretary 

 

Dear Mesdames/Sirs: 

 

Re: British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority  
Project No. 3698622/Order G‐40‐11  

F2012 to F2014 Revenue Requirements Application 

 

These are the comments of the Canadian Office and Professional Employees’ Union Local 378 

(COPE 378) in response to Exhibit A-15, the Commission’s letter dated September 28, 2011. 

 

A. Plan to Reduce the Revenue Requirements 

 

We take it that the Commission is not calling on intervenors to declare their positions at this early 

juncture as to specifics of BC Hydro’s projected amendments to the Revenue Requirements 

Application.  Without commenting on the details prior to seeing the amended Application and the 

fruits of the discovery and hearing processes, COPE 378 submits that the general scheme set out 

under heading A of Exhibit B-11, Reduced Revenue Requirements, is broadly consistent with what 

would be reasonably anticipated following the August release of the June Report of the 

government’s Review of the Hydro rate increases and appears to be an appropriate starting-point for 

a resumed proceeding. 

 
B. Form and Content of Amended F12‐F14 Revenue Requirements Application (ARRA)  

 

We submit that there is considerable merit in BC Hydro’s proposal to format its ARRA so that the 

original evidence and the amended evidence, along with Hydro’s responses to the Review 

recommendations, are captured in a single document.  This will greatly facilitate the process of 

identifying the pieces which are set in motion by the Review and the Amendments, and should 

provide greater clarity as well as simplicity in making reference as the matter proceeds. 

 

The November 24, 2011 filing date appears reasonable, given the size of BC Hydro’s revision task 

in response to the Review.  (One might add that many aspects of the Review Report present special 

challenges in terms of intelligibility, in the context of the real world of BC Hydro and of regulatory 

principles and processes). 
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C. Proposed Initial Regulatory Schedule 

 

The schedule proposed by the Commission in Exhibit A-15 appears reasonable, and we strongly 

prefer it to the schedule suggested by BC Hydro in Exhibit B-11 (particularly in its far more realistic 

treatment of the winter holiday season).  We do not expect that the provisional October 20, 2011 

Procedural Conference will be required, unless there is meaningful opposition to Hydro’s proposals 

or the Commission’s schedule. 

 

D. DSM Expenditures Application 

 

BC Hydro’s proposal, which brings the DSM Application into synch with the RRA proceeding, 

corrects what we regarded as a defect in the earlier plan of attack.  Given the close interconnection 

of issues between these two applications, the proposed November 24, 2011 filing of this 

application in tandem with the RRA will facilitate a rational and effective regulatory review process 

for each. 

 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

 

Yours truly, 

 
 

Jim Quail, Barrister & Solicitor 

Legal Director 
 

JQ:sl-usw2009 

 

cc:  parties of record (via email) 




