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William J. Andrews 
Barrister & Solicitor 

1958 Parkside Lane, North Vancouver, BC, Canada, V7G 1X5 

Phone: 604-924-0921, Fax: 604-924-0918, Email: wjandrews@shaw.ca 

February 7, 2018 

British Columbia Utilities Commission  

Suite 410, 900 Howe Street  

Vancouver, BC, V6Z 2N3  

Attn: Patrick Wruck, Commission Secretary 

By Web Posting 

Dear Sir: 

Re: British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority Waneta 2017 Transaction Application ~ 

Project No.1598933 

B.C. Sustainable Energy Association and Sierra Club B.C. Comments on Procedure

Pursuant to the Commission’s February 6, 2018 letter,
1
 these are BCSEA-SCBC’s comments

regarding the two proposed changes to the regulatory schedule made in BC Hydro’s February 5, 

2018 letter.
2
 BCSEA-SCBC respectfully suggest that the Commission:

 postpone the procedural conference currently scheduled for February 16,
3

 await the March 20 deadline for intervener evidence to see if any intervener evidence has

been filed as of that date,
4

 schedule tentative dates for Commission and parties’ IRs on intervener evidence if any,

interveners’ responses to IRs if any, and BC Hydro rebuttal evidence if any – these

deadlines would come into effect if any intervener evidence is filed by March 20,

 schedule two tentative dates for a procedural conference: one shortly (e.g., a week) after

March 20 in the event there is no intervener evidence, and the other for shortly after the

date for BC Hydro’s rebuttal evidence if there is intervener evidence, and

 contemplate addressing at the procedural conference issues such as whether the hearing

will be oral or written (or a combination), whether there will be other procedural steps,

and the regulatory timetable.

BCSEA-SCBC do not object to BC Hydro’s proposed dates for IRs on intervener evidence if any 

(March 27), responses to IRs on intervener evidence (April 10), and BC Hydro rebuttal evidence 

1
 Exhibit A-12 

2
 Exhibit B-15 

3
 BCSEA-SCBC would prefer not to have to take a position on whether the hearing should 

include an oral component until after receiving the intervener evidence if any and BC Hydro’s 

rebuttal evidence if any. 
4
 BCSEA-SCBC do not intend to file evidence. In their view, however, would be reasonable for 

an intervener that is considering whether to file evidence to have the opportunity to examine BC 

Hydro’s March 8 responses to the second round of IRs before deciding whether or not to file 

evidence.  
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if any (April 17). The one week between intervener evidence (if any) and IRs on intervener 

evidence is relatively short, but it would be manageable for BCSEA-SCBC.  

All the above is respectfully submitted. 

Yours truly, 

William J. Andrews 

 

 

 

Barrister & Solicitor 




