
Village of Kaslo 

Box 576, Kaslo, British Columbia V0G 1M0 

Tel. 250-353-2311 Fax. 250-353-7767 
E-mail: admin@kaslo.ca
http://www.kaslo.ca

2018.05.18 

Via Email 

Patrick Wruck 

Commission Secretary, BC Utilities Commission 

Commission.Secetary@bcuc.com 

Dear Mr. Wruck: 

Re: FortisBC Inc. 2017 Cost of Service Analysis and Rate Design Application – Order G-1-16 

Rule 14.05 – request for the BCUC to review an information response 

In its response to the Village of Kaslo’s Information Request No.1, the applicant declined to answer the 

following question: 

What was the revenue earned by FortisBC in the calendar year 2017 within the Village of Kaslo?  

The Village asks that BCUC review this response in the public interest as it contends that it is relevant to 

the application at hand for the following reasons, focusing on this chart: 

1) The last two winters (2016/17 and 2017/18)  were amongst the coldest in the service region for some

time. Anecdotally, it was over the winter of 2016/17 that public reaction to the scale of billing increases

was at its height in Kaslo.  Provision of the 2017 1% figure would allow completion of the chart and
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provide some basic indication as to the impact of the current two-tier rate system in a community (in terms 

of dollars spent) that does not have access to natural gas heating for consumers. 

 

2)  An interrogatory, if the legal noun must be used, is neither unreasonable nor out of scope in this case, 

especially when the applicant will send the Village and all other local governments in the service area a 

letter containing this information by October 2018.  This figure is a community revenue statistic that is 

recorded pursuant to the Local Government Act and would arguably be known for financial reporting 

purposes for any municipality within the service area.  The Village is simply asking to know the figure six 

months early for the benefit of this process.  If Village staff can generate the chart of revenue contained in 

this letter, geographical data for communities (outside customer classes) at the municipal level is indeed 

collated, if not analyzed, by the applicant on an annual basis. 

 

3)The variances of percentage change in Kaslo from 2009 -2016 underscore the importance of 

understanding the impacts of rates on a geographical basis across and within customer classes.  In 

summary: 

 

➢ Average annual percentage change is a 2.7% increase, but there is no solid trend (rather 

volatile).   

➢ Over 8 years, based on 2009 vs. 2016, revenue earned from Kaslo has increased by 19.5%, 

2016 revenue being $225,639 greater than in 2009.   

➢ Between 2009 and 2016, Fortis earned $10,442,491 in Kaslo (crudely one could generalise 

that’s $1300 per person per annum in Kaslo).     

4) From a statutory financial planning standpoint, the Village has an interest in knowing the impact of 

various rate scenarios on the revenue provided by the applicant pursuant to Section 644 of the Local 

Government Act.  Local governments must project revenues 5 years ahead annually and submit those plans 

to the Province. 

 

5)  To rule discussion of the one of the few geographical and publicly accessible data sets concerning 

revenue at the community level as out of scope could be of significant detriment to the participation and 

interest of local governments in this and other processes on behalf of their residents.  The provision of 

useful and relevant spatial data that is appreciated by elected officials, academics and the public only aids 

the BCUC in its work. 

 
The Village hopes that the 2017 Kaslo revenue figure can be provided for this process. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 
 

Neil Smith, MCIP, RPP 

Chief Administrative Officer 


