
markhuds
BCH F2017-19 RR



Comments of John Grogan June 16, 2016

British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority
F2017 to F2019 Revenue Requirements Application

Letter of Comment to the British Columbia Utilities Commission

Unfortunately I did not receive the memo until this morning that the BCUC was holding a public 
hearing into the matter of BC Hydro F2017-F2019 Revenue Requirements in Prince George today, June 
13, 2016. Despite a three hour drive, I might well have attended, and likely made public comment. I 
notice there are no concessions given in order to garner a rural perspective, and I hope consideration 
will be given to secure a broader view in the future.

The necessity of using the BCUC form became a burden when it would not download from your 
website, and necessitated an email to the commission secretary. This might prove to be a disincentive 
for all but the most resolved to express a public comment.

I also experienced difficulties in accessing the streaming audio of the proceedings in Prince George. As 
a consequence, I had to phone the webinar contractor. I missed the first 35 minutes. I had to phone 
again when the audio of the two members of the public was over-modulating so badly that they were 
hardly understandable. I would expect a more respectful forum. Streaming video would have the added 
benefit of being to view the PowerPoint display.

My concern with the rate increases is fundamental. It is a matter of trust and public license. 

In my opinion, these tariff rate hikes are the result of poor management by the executive of BC Hydro 
and the misplaced political will of the Provincial Government, who are tasked to serve the public 
interest.

It can be demonstrated that BC Hydro is spending like drunken sailors, and the Provincial Government 
has given them that authority with few checks and balances.

I maintain that these rate increases are not necessary, except to pay for government folly in such things 
as the $mart Meter program, Site “C”, and private power partnerships. 

I suspect that the direction in which government has proceeded is to subsidize the power needed to 
liquify natural gas for export. This is a dangerous business plan, in that it can be argued that it benefits 
the 1% at the cost of the 99%.

I am not an economist, but I refer you to the work of Robyn Allan in this matter. 
http://www.robynallan.com/. Additionally I am in full agreement with the findings of Erik Andersen, 
Economist; read into the record at the Nanaimo, B.C. public hearing on Saturday, June 11, 2016.

I wish to publicly bring to your attention the enormous increase of instances where residential 
customers have had their power turned off in British Columbia in the last few years. I contend that this 
is immoral and wholly unacceptable. I wonder if a correlation can be made with the percentage 
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