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Attention: Laurel Ross, Acting Commission Secretary 

Dear Ms. Ross: 

Re: British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority 
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Inquiry of Expend itures related to the adoption of the SAP Platform 
British Columbia Util ities Commission Action on Complaint 

We continue to represent the intervenor Adrian Dix, MLA. Pursuant to the schedule of 

proceedings adopted by the Commission in Order G-168-16, we provide the following 

comments regard ing further process for the above-captioned Inquiry. 

The essence of our submission is that the final process fo r this Inquiry cannot be fair ly 

and reasonably determined unless and until certain former employees and directors of BC 

Hydro have been asked to provide witness statements. Only after these individuals have 

provided written statements can the Commission properly determine whether or to what 

extent an oral hearing is required. 

The most central of these individuals are Don Stuckert, Charles Reid and George 

Koyangi, al l of whom were deeply involved in (i) the SAP program and (ii) BC Hydro's 

representations to the Commission in 2008. If the Inquiry is to be at all effective, these 

individuals' evidence must be obtained through witness statements if possible and an 

oral hearing if necessary. 

Mr. Stuckert's circumstances provide an excellent example of the need for further 

evidence. BC Hydro's materials thus far present Mr. Stuckert as the individual 

responsible for providing inaccurate testimony about PeopleSoft to t he Commission and 

fo r filing a misleading response to Undertaking 62 . These are serious allegations and t he 

Commission's decision in this Inquiry will inevitably reach conclusions about Mr. 

Stuckert's behaviour. Mr. Stuckert should be given an opportunity t o respond and assist 

the Commission's fact- f ind ing process. 
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We also note that the witness statements already provided by BC Hydro reference 

several former employees who were directly involved in the events and decisions at issue 

in this Inquiry. Based on BC Hydro's witness statements and our review of the 

documents and information produced to date, it appears that two of the former 

employees may have evidence relevant to items within the Scope of Inqu iry. 

(i) Raymond Tang. Mr. Tang worked directly with Don Stuckert in preparing a 

response to Undertaking 62 .1 

(ii) David Wong. Mr. Wong was Acting Chief Accounting Officer during Ms. 

Yaremko's 2008 maternity leave. Ms. Yaremko's Witness Statement says that 

she had "very little involvement" with the 2008 Commission hearing process and 

that Mr. Wong "assumed responsibility" for that process. 2 

Finally, we ask that the Commission direct BC Hydro to obtain a witness statement from 

a Board of Directors member who was on the Audit and Risk Management Committee 

(the "Committee") in 2008 and 2009. In its previous procedural order, the Commission 

directed BC Hydro to provide such a statement but BC Hydro declined because "no 

current BC Hydro Board audit committee member was on the audit committee during the 

2008-2009 time period". In our view, this response is insufficient. There is nothing 

preventing BC Hydro from seeking a statement from a former Board and Committee 

member. In this regard, we note that BC Hydro's relationship with former directors is 

not analogous to its relationship with former employees; it would not be inappropriate or 

prejudicial to request a statement from a former director in these circumstances. 

In summary, we suggest that written statements must be requested from the following 

individuals. 

1. Don Stuckert; 

2. Charles Reid; 

3. George Koyangi; 

4 . Raymond Ta ng; 

5. David Wong; and 

6. An individual who was both a Board and Committee member in 2008-2009 . 

1 Sully Wong Witness Statement at page 4 
2 Cheryl Yaremko Witness Statement at page 3 
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Once all written statements have been reviewed, the Commission will be in a position to 

assess whether oral evidence is required. For example, if two witness statements 

provide conflicting recollections of key events, then the Commission may need to hear 

from both witnesses before deciding whose recollection is more reliable . 

In the event that an individual refuses to provide a written statement, it may of course 

be necessary to summon the witness to testify in person. 

In short, fairness and efficiency require that statements from key individuals be either 

provided or refused before significant procedural matters are finalized. 

Yours truly, 

CAROLINE + GISLASON LAWYERS LLP 

c. Client 
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