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October 5, 2011  
 

Our File: 7481  
VIA EMAIL  
 
Ms. Alanna Gillis 
Acting Commission Secretary  
BC Utilities Commission  
Box 250, 6th Floor  900 Howe Street  
Vancouver, BC V6Z 2N3  
 
Dear Sirs/Mesdames:  
 
Re:  British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority (“BC Hydro”)  

F2012-14 Revenue Requirements Application  
Project No. 3698622/Order G-40-11 

 
Please be advised that we continue to represent the low and fixed income residential ratepayer group known 
collectively in this process as BCOAPO et al. (“BCOAPO”).  We offer the following comments in response 
to the Commission’s letter of September 28, 2011 (marked as Exhibit A-15 in this process) which requested 
input on the four topics addressed in BC Hydro’s September 27, 2011 letter (marked as Exhibit B-11).  
 
Plan to Reduce the Revenue Requirement Application 
 
Without taking a position on the quantum of the proposed reductions or the means by which BC Hydro 
indicated it will achieve their proposed reductions, BCOAPO can indicate that we, like counsel for COPE 
378, see BC Hydro’s proposal to reduce its RRA as a reasonable response to the June Report’s 
recommendations.  
 
Form and Content of the Amended Revenue Requirement (ARRA) 
 
In this and every other regulatory process, BCOAPO views the issue of regulatory transparency as an 
important but elusive state of affairs.  Our comments regarding BC Hydro’s proposal must again be 
provisional in nature since we, like all external parties, do not know how their proposed form and content 
will actually appear in its filing.  That being said, BC Hydro’s proposal to file the original evidence and the 
new amended evidence in the same document seems a reasonable means to facilitate regulatory 
transparency, far preferable from our perspective to the traditional stand-alone supplement approach to 
filing evidentiary updates.  Also, BC Hydro’s proposal to outline their initial responses to the Review 
Report’s recommendations sounds as though it would be of significant value to interveners and the 
Commission in this process. 
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Proposed Initial Regulatory Schedule 
 
BCOAPO prefers the proposed initial regulatory schedule as outlined in Commission Exhibit A-15 to the 
one found in Exhibit B-11.  Given the expected complexity of this process going forward, this seems a far 
more realistic timeline than BC Hydro’s rather ambitious offering although we do have some concerns 
regarding the procedural conference proposed for December 6, 2011.  It is scheduled a very short time after 
the ARRA’s filing and well in advance of BC Hydro’s responses to the first round of IR’s.  However, 
provided interveners will not at that time be expected to offer comments committing to a position on the 
final format of the process, BCOAPO is content with the schedule as presented. 
 
DSM Expenditures Application 
 
Our clients have no objection to BC Hydro’s application for further relief to extend the deadline in which to 
file its DSM Application.  Given that the expenditures outlined in this Application will, if approved, have 
some effect on the utility’s Revenue Requirement within the test period, it is preferable to have the two 
Applications before us at the same time to facilitate an efficient and effective regulatory process. 
 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
BC Public Interest Advocacy Centre 
 
 
Original in file signed by: 
 
Leigha Worth 
Acting Executive Director 
 
Encl. 




