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        Telephone:(604) 980-4069 
        Email: fredweislaw@gmail.com 
	
August	30,	2019	
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British	Columbia	Utilities	Commission	
Suite	410,	900	Howe	Street	
Vancouver,	BC	V6Z	2N3	
Attention:	Mr.	Patrick	Wruck	
Commission	Secretary	and	Manager	Regulatory	Support	
	
Dear	Mr.	Wruck:	
	
Re:		 Application to Amend Net Metering Service under Rate Schedule 1289 ~ 

Project No. 1599004 
Net	Metering	Ratepayers	Group	
Submission	on	Further	Process	

We are legal counsel to the Net Metering Ratepayers Group (NMRG) comprising Mr. 
Anthony Buterman, Mr. John and Ms. Sharie Conroy, Ms. Valerie Gagnon and Mr. 
Andrew Gosse, Mr. Alex Joseph, Mr. Zdenek Los and Mr. Ryan Mowat.  

NMRG’s submissions below are provided in response to the Commission’s July 23, 2019 
letter (Exhibit A-6) in which the Panel requested parties to address the following matters: 

1. Whether it is your intention to file intervener evidence and if so, please describe the 
nature of the evidence and what specific matters it relates to.  

NMRG Response: Yes, NMRG intends to file intervener evidence. NMRG believes it 
essential to have an opportunity to directly address for the Panel matters including: 

a. a reasonable interpretation of the Net Metering program requirements, criteria, 
rules, pricing, objectives, etc. at the outset and subsequently when additional parties 
opted to enter the program, and determine whether such an interpretation is 
consistent with BC Hydro’s characterizations; 

b. an understanding of the motivations and challenges for a customer opting into 
the Net Metering program (participating customers); 
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c. insight into the measures of success of the Net Metering program from the 
participating customers’ perspectives – not simply from BC Hydro’s perspective;  

d. details of the costs, timelines, useful life of generating equipment and 
infrastructure and expectations of recovery of investments from participating 
customers’ perspectives; and 

e. at minimum, the necessity of appropriate grandfathering of current Net Metering 
pricing to provide at least a reasonable opportunity for participating customers to 
recover investments and achieve a fair return. 

NMRG submits that these matters, and others related to them, can’t be appropriately 
addressed on the basis of BC Hydro’s evidence alone.  Participating customers in the Net 
Metering program are the best and most appropriate source of such evidence, and they have 
not yet had an opportunity in this proceeding to directly address BC Hydro’s proposed 
amendments, their likely impacts, or the inaccuracies in some of BC Hydro’s 
characterizations and interpretations.  NMRG submits that intervener evidence, 
particularly from participating customers, is needed to enable the Panel to weigh the 
contradicting evidence and assess the merits of the Application. 

2. Whether the review of the Application should proceed by a written or oral public 
hearing, or some other process. If proposing an oral public hearing, what specific 
matters should be addressed through that process and why it is preferred to address those 
matters orally?  

NMRG Response:  Given the sharp differences in positions between BC Hydro and many 
participating customers the NMRG submits that it is essential to hold a public oral hearing 
to explore and test the contradictions in the evidence and provide an opportunity for cross-
examination. NMRG would actively participate in a public oral hearing.  

Many of the matters that need to be addressed in a public oral hearing are identified in 
NMRG’s response to the Panel’s request No. 2 above, and others may arise or become 
clearer if a second round of information requests is provided and interveners are permitted 
to file written evidence.  

NMRG submits that a written hearing would be inappropriate and inadequate in the 
circumstances as it would not enable the Panel to see and hear the contradictory evidence 
of BC Hydro and some participating customers explored and tested to the degree necessary. 

3. Steps and timetable associated with the recommended regulatory review process.  

NMRG Response: NMRG submits that a second round of information requests is required. 
Consistent with Commission practice, NMRG expects that a second round would be 
limited to information requests that arise from BC Hydro’s responses to the first round of 
information requests.  
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NMRG submits that interveners should be given a chance to present and support their side 
of the story by having an opportunity to file written evidence that would address matters 
including those identified in response (2) above.  

NMRG suggests that further process could follow the proposed timetable below: 

Action Date (2019)  

BCUC and Interveners IR No. 2 to BC Hydro  Wednesday, September 
11  

BC Hydro Response to BCUC and Interveners IR No. 2  Wednesday, September 
25 

Intervener Written Evidence  Wednesday, October 2 
BCUC and Interveners IR No. 1 to Interveners  Wednesday, October 9 
Interveners Responses to BCUC and Interveners IR No. 1 Wednesday, October 16 
BC Hydro Rebuttal Evidence (if any)  Monday, October 21 
BCUC and Interveners IR No. 3 to BC Hydro (limited to Rebuttal 
Evidence, if any)  Monday, October 28 

Oral Hearing Thursday, October 31 
Final Argument and Reply TBD 

NMRG notes the support of BCSEA in Exhibit C1-4 stating “If any interveners say they 
intend to file evidence, then BCSEA suggest that the timetable should include intervener 
evidence, information requests on intervener evidence, intervener responses to information 
requests, rebuttal evidence if any by BC Hydro, information requests on BC Hydro rebuttal 
evidence if any, BC Hydro responses to information requests regarding rebuttal evidence, 
BC Hydro final argument, intervener final argument, and BC Hydro reply argument.” 
(emphasis added) 

4. Any other matters that will assist the Panel to efficiently review the Application.  

NMRG Response: BC Hydro characterized the Application as resulting in “.. only a small 
number of customers will be affected by these proposed amendments”1 to what “…was 
expected to be a very small program with just a handful of interested participants.”2  
NMRG notes that a “handful” would normally be expected to be five or less – an estimate 
of participating customers that seems naïve or at best minimized.  

In the closing section of the Application, BC Hydro stated “Given the small number of 
potential net metering customers that will be impacted by these proposed amendments to 
RS 1289 and that the proposed amendments are very limited in scope, BC Hydro is of the 

																																																								
1	Ex.	B-1,	PDF	3.	
2	Ex.	B-1,	PDF	6.	
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view that the Application to Amend provides sufficient information to proceed directly to 
a Commission Decision.”3  

NMRG strongly disagrees with BC Hydro’s suggested rush to determination of the 
Application in the absence of any opportunity for intervener evidence and submits that BC 
Hydro’s characterizations of the impacts that the Application, if approved, will likely have 
are inconsistent with: 

a. the remarkable level of public interest in the Application demonstrated by the 
large number of Interveners (23 groups or individuals), Interested Parties (12) and 
Parties providing Letters of  Comment (82), the magnitude of the proposed price 
change; 

b. the number and detail of the information requests received by BC Hydro from 
Commission staff and Interveners; 

c. the complexity of the issues and circumstances involved; and 

d. the magnitude of private investments made or intended to be made in reliance in 
the current Net Metering program, in good faith and with a reasonable expectation 
to recover such investments within a reasonable time and achieve a fair return on 
those investments. 

NMRG submits that these additional considerations all support the need for the proposed 
further process outline in response (3) above. 
 
 Yours	truly,	
	

	
	
	
Fred	J.	Weisberg	
Weisberg	Law	Corporation	
Counsel	to	Net	Metering	Ratepayers	Group	

																																																								
3	Ex.	B-1,	PDF	9.	




