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British Columbia Utilities Commission 
Sixth Floor - 900 Howe Street 
Vancouver, B.C. V6Z 2N3 

Attention: Patrick Wruck, Commission Secretary 

Dear Mr. Wruck: 

City of Coquitlam 
Application to the British Columbia Utilities Commission (BCUC) for 

Reconsideration and Variance of BCUC Order No. G-80-19 (Application) 
BCUC Project No. 1599008 

Ian Webb 
D: 604.631.9117 
F: 604.694.2932 

iwebb@lawsonlundell.com 

On behalf of the City of Coquitlam (the City), we write to provide the City's submission on 
process as requested by the BCUC pursuant to Order G-221-19. 

Pursuant to Order G-150-19 dated July 8, 2019, the BCUC established a regulatory process for 
the Reconsideration Hearing that provided for the BCUC and intervene rs to submit information 
requests (IRs) to the City seeking clarification of matters in the Application. Earlier this month 
the BCUC and each of the interveners confirmed that they decline the opportunity to submit 
such I Rs to the City. 

Pursuant to Order G-221-19 dated September 11, 2019, the BCUC requests that the City and 
interveners provide submissions on proposed further process for the Reconsideration Hearing 

and specifically to address the following matters: 

• Whether the proceeding should advance to written Final Arguments, or if some other 
process is warranted; and 

• The proposed timetable for the remaining regulatory process. 

The City's submissions on these matters are as follows. 
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The Reconsideration Hearing should advance to Final Arguments 

Given that there will not be an IR process, the City's view is that the hearing should advance to 
final arguments. That is subject to noting the BCUC's reaffirmation that the potential need for 
new evidence regarding the cost allocation methodology for the removal of the 
decommissioned NPS 20 Pipeline is adjourned, pending a determination on the BCUC's 
jurisdiction under section 32 of the Utilities Commission Act (UCA), as outlined in the 
Application. 1 

Final arguments should be focused on legal arguments in connection with the asserted errors in 
law and in particular in relation to the BCUC's interpretation and use of sections 32 and 121 of 
the UCA, as set out in the Application. 

The City is also of the view that it would be appropriate and helpful in the context of this 
Reconsideration Hearing focused on jurisdiction if the BCUC Panel was to set out questions for 
the parties to address in their written argument. The Application itself provides the 
preponderance of the City's arguments in support of the position that the BCUC erred in law by 
finding that it has jurisdiction to make Order G-80-19, paragraphs 1 and 2, and in support of the 
relief sought, which is for the BCUC to rescind those two paragraphs of Order G-80-19 in their 
entirety. The Application provides a sufficient basis for the BCUC Panel to identify a list of 
questions that the Panel could request the parties to address in their final arguments. The City 
expects that such guidance from the Panel would be beneficial to the process. 

Further, as offered in our June 20, 2019 submission (Exhibit B-2), the City's representatives 
would be pleased to participate in an oral argument phase if the Panel would find oral 
arguments helpful. If the Panel still has questions after reviewing the written arguments of the 
parties, we would prefer that the Panel has the opportunity to get answers rather than make its 
decision in the context of unanswered questions. Accordingly, the format of the proposed oral 
argument phase would not be for counsels to read their filed written arguments; rather, the 
format would be for counsels to answer the Panel's questions about their filed written 
arguments. 

Proposed Timetable 

The City suggests the following timetable for the steps proposed above, noting that the City's 
representatives have flexibility to accommodate reasonable adjustments to any of the 
proposed dates. 

1 Order G-221-19, directive 3. 
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Action Date (2019) 

Actions established by Order G-221-19 

• Intervener submissions on process September 20 

• City reply submission on process September 25 

BCUC Panel questions for parties to address in final arguments Week of October 14 

City final argument October 31 

Intervener final argument November 21 

City reply argument December 12 

Oral arguments (tentative) Week of January 13, 2020 
(1/ 2 day) 

If you have any questions regarding any aspect of this submission, please contact the 
undersigned. 

Yours very truly, 

LAWSON LUNDELL LLP 

Ian Webb 

cc. Stephanie James, City of Coquitlam 

Regulatory Affairs, FortisBC Energy Inc. 

Registered lnterveners 




