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29.0 Reference: CPCN- Whistler Conversion Project, Conversion Project Approval 

B-1, Tab 8, section 8 p. 55-78 CPCN   

Commission Decision on the Whistler Conversion Project 

29.1 Does TGW accept that under section 45.9 of the Utilities Commission Act, that 

the Commission has the ability set conditions relative to a CPCN? 

Response: 

Yes. TGW accepts that when granting a CPCN the Commission may impose conditions about 

the duration and termination of the privilege, concession or franchise, or construction, 

equipment, maintenance, rates or service, as the public convenience and interest reasonably 

require. 

 

 

29.2 Does TGW accept that the “dead-band” limit represents a condition under section 

45.9? 

Response: 

TGW accepts that the Commission‟s Order Number C-3-06 granting the CPCNs to TGW and 

TGVI included the provision that “Additions to Rate Base of Terasen Gas (Whistler) Inc. will be 

subject to the cost risk sharing mechanisms set out in the Decision (as amended).”   

 

 

29.3 Why does TGW believe that conditions set as prerequisite for CPCN approval 

under Section 45.9 of the UCA can be reconsidered upon completion of the 

project? 

Response: 

The prerequisite for CPCN approval of the Whistler Conversion and IP Pipeline project was 

TGW and TGVI accepting a cost risk sharing mechanism. The fact that TGW agreed to a cost 

risk sharing mechanism does not preclude the Commission from reconsidering the cost risk 

sharing mechanism based on a subsequent application or ordering a rate treatment now that 

varies from the mechanism. In fact, the Commission has previously indicated its willingness to 

hear such applications. The Commission‟s Reasons for Decision attached to Order Number G-

154-06 with respect to FortisBC‟s Application for Reconsideration of Order Number C-17-06 

stated:  
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For cost categories within the estimate as presented, FortisBC provided 

numerous assurances in IRs and under oath as to the accuracy and validity of 

the estimate. The Commission Panel, in imposing the cost collar, which provides 

for a Consumer Price Index adjustment mechanism, as a condition of approving 

the CPCN, accepted FortisBC‟s assurances. If the cost of an individual 

component of the Project increases for reasons that are, in FortisBC‟s view, 

beyond the control of FortisBC so as to result in an escalation of total project 

costs beyond the 10 percent threshold, FortisBC is at liberty to apply to the 

Commission for special consideration on any issue it wishes. [Emphasis added.] 

 

The Commission made this statement by way of a clarification to address the concerns raised 

by FortisBC in its reconsideration application.  Since no change was made to the original 

decision, TGW infers that the Commission was conveying its interpretation of the applicant's 

rights under the legislative framework, which would be equally applicable to TGW.  

Further, the Commission‟s Order Number G-105-08 approving the negotiated settlement of BC 

Transmission Corporation (“BCTC”) for its F2009 and F2010 Revenue Requirements 

Application and allowing costs related to BCTC‟s Vancouver Island Transmission Reinforcement 

(“VITR”) Project beyond the project‟s cost control mechanism is an example of the Commission 

accepting this type an application.  

The Commission‟s jurisdiction to order a rate treatment now that varies from a previously 

imposed cost control mechanism is clear. It is open to the Commission under Section 99 of the 

Utilities Commission Act to reconsider its decisions. Section 75 of the Utilities Commission Act 

states: "The commission must make its decision on the merits and justice of the case, and is not 

bound to follow its own decisions."  

Accordingly, TGW is applying to the Commission in the context of a Revenue Requirements 

Application for rates including approval of expenditures beyond the cost cap imposed by the 

CPCN decision, and the Commission must consider the rate case on its merits. TGW believes 

that it would be just and reasonable for the Commission to vary from the cost control 

mechanism previously imposed. 
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29.4 Why does TGW believe that the Commission Decision on the Whistler 

Conversion Project is not binding? 

Response: 

TGW is not arguing in the Application that the Commission‟s Decision on the Whistler 

Conversion Project is not binding. TGW is applying to the Commission for rates based on costs 

that differ from the project cost provided in the previous Commission decision.  Please see 

TGW‟s response to BCUC IR 1.29.3. 

 

 

29.5 Why does TGW believe that the Commission Decision on the Whistler 

Conversion Project can be open to reconsideration? 

Response: 

Please see TGW‟s response to BCUC IR 1.29.3. 

 

 

29.6 Does TGW believe the CPCN would have been approved without the dead-band 

limit? 

Response: 

TGW cannot speculate on what the Commission would have approved. However, TGW believes 

that the project is in the best interest of ratepayers even without the dead-band limit.   

 

 

29.7 Does TGW believe that they are better able to assess what is in the “public 

interest” than the Commission?  Please explain your response. 

Response: 

No. The Commission has the jurisdiction to determine what is in the public interest under the 

Utilities Commission Act. 
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29.8 Does TGW believe that if the shareholder takes responsibilities of any costs 

incurred by a public utility that responsibility is not binding and is always available 

for reconsideration? 

Response: 

Please see TGW‟s response to BCUC IRs 1.29.3 and 1.29.4. TGW believes that there is good 

reason to revisit the risk sharing mechanism in this case. TGW is entitled to an opportunity to 

earn a fair return on its investment, and where (as here) a risk sharing mechanism precludes 

this it is appropriate to allow recovery of prudently incurred costs in future rates. 

 

 

29.9 Does TGW believe that once a project has obtained Commission approval, any 

cost limitations included in the decision are not enforceable? 

Response: 

No. However, a utility is able to apply for a different treatment and the Commission must 

consider that case on its merits. Please see TGW‟s response to BCUC IRs 1.29.3 and 1.29.4.  

TGW is entitled to an opportunity to earn a fair return on its investment, and where (as here) a 

risk sharing mechanism precludes this it is appropriate to allow recovery of prudently incurred 

costs in future rates. 

 

 

29.10 Does TGW believe that once a project has obtained Commission approval, the 

Company has obtained approval to complete a project at any cost? 

Response: 

No. The issuance of a CPCN indicates that the Commission considers a project to be in the 

public interest, based on the evidence before it at the time. Recovery of costs is addressed in a 

revenue requirements proceeding, such as the present Application.  TGW believes that it should 

be able to recover prudently incurred costs in rates based on the information now available. 

 

 

29.11 Should the ability to reconsider past Commission Decisions with Dead-bands 

effect the rate of return the utility is entitled to? 
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Response: 

The Commission should establish a fair and reasonable return accounting for all of the 

Company's business risks that might affect the return on, and return of, its investment in utility 

infrastructure. Whether in an initial decision or upon reconsideration, the Commission‟s duty 

with respect to ratemaking is the same. The fact that the Commission is required to consider all 

cases on their merits without being bound by prior decisions does not represent any decrease in 

risk for the utility. If the Commission reconsiders its previous decision, it would presumably be 

doing what justice and the merits of the case require, pursuant to its statutory mandate.  

The existence of the cost cap nonetheless represents a business risk for TGW, as the 

Commission determines whether the costs are recoverable in rates.  This business risk was 

recognized in the Commission's Decision on TGW‟s 2009 Revenue Requirements and Return 

on Equity and Capital Structure Application. Nevertheless, TGI submits that the ROE awarded 

to TGW in that decision could not reasonably be taken to compensate investors for the potential 

loss of approximately five times the 2009 after tax earnings, which is what the denial of all costs 

in excess of the dead-band would represent in this case.   
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30.0 Reference: CPCN- Whistler Conversion Project, Conversion Project Approval  

May 18, 2006 Commission Decision related to G-53-06, section 6.4, 
p. 49    

Decision excerpt:                               

 

 

Based on the above except, please answer the following questions: 

30.1 Does TGW believe the CPCN would have been approved if the total conversion 

cost forecast were 75-100% higher than the original budget?  In your response, 

consider the above excerpt that notes that the Commission Panel had concerns 

regarding the “narrow” levelized price advantage at the time of approval. 

Response: 

TGW is not in a position to speculate on what the BCUC would or would not have done at the 

time of issuing its Decision regarding TGW‟s CPCN had TGW and the Commission known at 

the time of the issues encountered during the conversion work.   However, there are three key 

points to consider when assessing this question. 

First, in response to BCUC IR 1.30.2 TGW has replaced the conversion cost that was included 

the March 17, 2006 CPCN evidentiary update with the amount of $12 million, while keeping all 

other inputs the same.  The result is that the natural gas levelized cost yielded by that 

calculation is still lower than the propane option. 

Second, the Project delivered other benefits identified in the CPCN including: 

1. Conversion to natural gas provides greater security of supply than propane due to 

removing the issue of possible rail service interruptions, and reducing dangerous goods 

truck traffic, 

2. Reduced safety risks, 

3. Air quality improvements – greenhouse gas emissions (approximately 7,300 tonnes of 

GHG), 

4. Provides for the opportunity of NGV applications to further reduce emissions from what 

they otherwise would be from consuming gasoline or diesel, 
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5. Consistency with the RMOW sustainability objectives, 

6. Expansion of the propane system was not supported by RMOW, 

7. All gas appliances converted comply with code requirements, 

8. Non-permitted appliances are now permitted, and 

9. Deficient or unsafe customer piping has been identified and / or remediated. 

Third, from a legal perspective, the assessment of prudence is directed at the actual costs 

incurred, and whether they were reasonable, not at whether the estimate was reasonable. TGW 

acknowledges that it materially underestimated the costs of the Conversion Project, and TGW 

understands the Commission‟s interest in how that occurred.  However, at the end of the day, 

the costs were prudently incurred to provide safe and reliable gas service, and should therefore 

be recovered.  

 

 

30.2 Please develop the levelized cost of the project based on the actual costs and 

explain how this compares to the original CPCN? 

Response: 

After updating the CPCN Evidentiary Update, which was filed March 17, 2006, with the $12 

million conversion project cost, the levelized rate for natural gas is lower than the levelized rate 

for propane that was in the CPCN Evidentiary Update. 

The following table is reprinted from the Whistler Natural Gas Project - Revised Submission 

Filed March 17, 2006: 

Table 6.2.1: Average Unit Cost over range of Demand Forecasts 
Table from Page 29 of original filing 

(Revised March 17, 2006) 

 

15-year 25-year 15-year 25-year

levelized levelized levelized levelized

Propane $17.84 $18.98 $17.72 $18.54

Natural Gas $17.38 $17.88 $17.34 $17.70

Propane $19.78 $20.76 $19.69 $20.40

Propane (no expansion) $17.52 $18.53 $17.42 $18.15

Natural Gas $16.65 $17.05 $16.64 $16.92

High Natural Gas $16.24 $16.52 $16.26 $16.45

Low

Base

Average Unit Cost (C$/GJ)

Discount Rate - 5.76% Discount Rate - 10%
Alternative

Demand 

Forecast
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The following table shows the levelized cost substituting the $12 million for the amount included 

in the CPCN Evidentiary Update. 

Revised with Updated Conversion Costs - $12M 

Demand 
Forecast 

Alternative 

Average Unit Cost (C$/GJ) 

Discount Rate - 5.76% Discount Rate - 10% 

15-year 

Levelized 

25-year 
Levelized 

15-year 

Levelized 

25-year 
Levelized 

Base Natural Gas $17.40 $17.77 $17.39 $17.65 

 

Revising the base demand natural gas case used in the March 17, 2006 CPCN Evidentiary 

Update, with the updated conversion costs of $12 million, the rates increase by 4.2% to 4.5% on 

a levelized basis.  The rates are still below the propane options filed in the CPCN Evidentiary 

Update. 
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31.0 Reference: CPCN- Whistler Conversion Project, Conversion Project, 
Management Responsibility  

B-1, Tab 8, section 8 p. 55-78 CPCN  

31.1 Does management acknowledge that the decision to proceed with the CPCN in 

the timeframe of conversion was a management decision? 

Response: 

Yes.  It was management decision to seek a CPCN for the Conversion Project.   

In terms of the timing of the conversion work once the CPCN had been obtained, the conversion 

project could only be completed upon the successful completion of the Pipeline Project.  In the 

CPCN Application, the Project was originally planned to commence in August 2008.  However, 

due to the coordination with the Highway Improvement project, the installation of the regulating 

station at Function Junction and gasification of the pipeline was completed in April 2009.   

The Company only became aware of the magnitude of the potential for greater costs in May 

2008 based on the preliminary results of the appliance audit.   By this time the Pipeline Project 

was well underway and the Company was under contractual obligation to complete the pipeline.  

With the pipeline complete and gasified, the Company was committed to completing the Project 

as further delays would have resulted in other additional costs.  The conversions began in late 

April 2009 and were substantially completed in late August 2009. 

 

 

31.2 Does TGW acknowledge that the initial forecast included in the CPCN did not 

accurately reflect the true cost of conversion? 

Response: 

Yes, the Company acknowledges that in hindsight the estimates in the CPCN did not accurately 

reflect the cost of converting TGW to natural gas.  The cost estimate included in the CPCN 

Application was based on the Company‟s experience in converting other propane systems to 

natural gas and on the best information available to the Company at that time, regarding the 

number of appliances requiring conversion, labour rates and materials costs.  As events 

unfolded it is evident that when preparing the CPCN application, the Company had significantly 

underestimated the potential for unpermitted appliances, poor customer piping conditions and 

the level of complexity for a high percentage of the conversions.  In addition, at the time the 

CPCN application was being developed in 2005, the Company could not have anticipated the 
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level of economic development and construction activity in the intervening period to the 

implementation of the Project in 2009 which also had an impact on material and labour costs.   

 

 

31.3 Does TGW acknowledge that the decision to submit the CPCN with the forecast 

provided, understanding the methods and processes employee to estimate 

project costs, was a management decision? 

Response: 

Yes, the decision to submit the CPCN as filed was a management decision.  At that time, the 

Company had developed the cost forecast in the CPCN Application based on its own 

experience in converting propane systems to natural gas and on the best information available 

to the Company regarding the number of appliances requiring conversion, labour rates and 

material costs.  Please also see the response to BCUC IR 1.31.2.   

 

 

31.4 Could TGW have taken additional steps to collect additional data in regards to 

customer gas appliances while compiling the forecasted cost for the CPCN such 

as customer survey or sampling?   

Response: 

While it was open to TGW to undertake the additional work noted in the question, at the time 

TGW did not believe that it was appropriate to incur the significant cost of doing so based on the 

information available at the time.  There are two main reasons for this. 

First, the Company believed the cost estimate included in the CPCN Application was based on 

the best information available to the Company and reasonably reflected the installed appliances: 

 The Company believed the customer records reasonably reflected the installed 

appliances;  

 A one-day customer survey was performed in 1999 to obtain a sample distribution of 

appliances.  The survey concentrated on larger hotels due to the complexity associated 

with this customer class; and 

 The appliances anticipated in the residential premises were based on previous 

conversion experience. 
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Second, while additional surveys or samplings may have provided more information on the 

greater number of appliances a detailed in-depth appliance audit would have been required in 

order to obtain more certainty regarding the age, nature and complexity of the appliances to 

better assess the time it would take to convert each premise from propane to natural gas.   In 

addition, additional samples or surveys would not have identified the greater amount of 

customer piping modifications required.  Such information would only be identified by a detailed 

in-premise assessment or during the conversion work.  A detailed appliance audit and/or in-

premise assessment prior to the development of the CPCN Application was not practical for the 

following reasons: 

 A detailed appliance audit is a costly exercise; and the Company did not believe that this 

expense should be incurred prior to obtaining Commission approval for the conversion 

project. 

 The detailed appliance audit requires co-operation from customers and disruption of 

customers.   

 A large percentage of Whistler premise owners do not reside locally; therefore access to 

the premise is difficult. 

The prudence of the conversion costs estimates can only be assessed based on the information 

available to TGW at the time, not with the benefit of hindsight.   

 

 

31.5 When were the final results of the appliance audit available? 

Response: 

Please refer to BCUC IR 1.31.7.   The detailed appliance audit was substantially completed in 

February 2009, however there were still approximately 200 premises to which TGW had not 

been able to again access.    

 

 

31.6 Did the results of the appliance audit provide TGW with sufficient information to 

revise its budget included in the CPCN to be more reflective of the actual 

conversion cost?   
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Response: 

The appliance audit results were insufficient to reflect the actual conversion cost.  The appliance 

audit provided additional information with respect to the increased number of appliances.  

However, the appliance audit did not provide sufficient information to confirm and quantify the 

condition and convertibility of some appliances and the greater amount of customer piping 

modifications required.  Such information would only be identified through dialog with suppliers 

and manufacturers, or during the conversion work. 

 

 

31.7 Did TGW revise its internal Conversion project budget and if so, who was this 

budget provided to? 

Response: 

Yes, a revised internal budget was provided to senior management in May 2008 following 

preliminary information from the appliance audit.  TGW also advised the Commission of the 

potential for overruns.  At that point, TGW had some updated information, but still required 

further details to arrive at a firm estimate.   

This response addresses: the information available in May 2008 when the estimate was revised; 

information that was still outstanding until 2009; and, the preparation of a more definitive 

estimate during the conversion process. 

 

Information Available in May 2008 for Updated Estimate 

The updated information that TGW had in May 2008, which assisted in the preparation of the 

updated internal estimate, was as follows:  

1. In December 2006, the Company was first notified by the BC Safety Authority that a 

permit fee was required to provide oversight for the duration Project.  This fee was 

unanticipated because a fee was not required for previous conversion projects. The 

Company continued discussions with the BC Safety Authority to eliminate or at least 

reduce the permit fee.  In November 2007, as part of the Equivalent Standards 

Agreement proposal, the BC Safety Authority determined that a comprehensive permit 

fee for oversight was required and less costly than conventional permit fees.  However, 

TGW was aware that the amount of the permit would still depend on the final number of 

appliances, which was largely determined in May 2008. 
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2. The in-premise appliance audit was initiated in June 2007 as part of the conversion 

planning process.  By May 2008, preliminary appliance audit results for the majority of 

premises were available.  

Using the preliminary appliance audit results and considering the permit fee a revised, high 

level, internal budget was developed and estimated to be in the range of $12.5 million.  This 

amount was reviewed with senior management in May 2008.  The Company first informed the 

Commission of the potential for cost increases in the TGW – TGVI Natural Gas Pipeline and 

Conversion of Whistler Grid to Gas Quarterly Progress Report to March 31, 2008 - Confidential 

Response to BCUC IR No. 1 (dated May 30, 2008) and in subsequent quarterly reports.  The 

quarterly reports from June 2008 to June 2009 also noted the potential for significant cost 

increase.   

 

Information Still Outstanding Until 2009 

Significant cost variables were not settled until 2009.   

First, the detailed appliance audit was substantially completed in February 2009.  The audit 

identified the installed number of appliances, type, make and model.  The appliance audit also 

identified two follow-up items:   

 appliances where further assessments and field testing were required; and  

 over 200 premises to which access could not be gained due to lack of cooperation by 

the customer, or inaccurate contact information.   

Second, while the appliance audit information allowed TGW to proceed with conversion 

planning and parts procurement, the appliance audit did not provide sufficient information to 

confirm and quantify the condition and convertibility of some appliances and the greater amount 

of customer piping modifications required to form a basis for a more detailed cost estimate.  

Such information would only be identified through dialogue with suppliers and manufacturers, or 

during the conversion work.    

Third, from February 2009 onwards the Company continued with conversion plans, parts 

procurement, developing conversion strategies and cost mitigation plans, which could help to 

control the costs. 

From February to August 2009, TGW spent considerable effort gathering further appliance 

information: 

 obtaining access to the inaccessible premises; and  
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 revisiting appliances to obtain further detailed information to develop conversion 

strategies, as there were a significant number of appliances that were deemed non-

convertible and were obstacles to budget forecasting. 

The appliance conversions started in late April 2009 and the Company implemented key actions 

to mitigate costs including: 

 Project was managed internally rather than by gas contractor to reduce project 

management costs; 

 Negotiated and implemented Equivalent Standards Agreement to reduce conversion 

costs; 

 Maximized use of internal resources to reduce labour costs; 

 Overtime was managed by assigning the appropriate, lowest cost resource; and 

 Enforced customer responsibilities for conversion costs (i.e. red tags, customer piping 

deficiencies). 

Without these mitigative actions, the Project costs would have been greater. 

 

Development of More Definitive Estimate During Conversion Process 

As the Project progressed actual costs were regularly reviewed.  However, a more definitive 

projected cost was not available until well into the conversion schedule due to a number of 

variables which could not, in most cases, be confirmed and quantified until the scheduled 

conversion day.  The conversions were substantially complete in late August 2009.  Follow-up 

work continued until late November 2009.  A revised estimate was included in the Application 

dated November 9, 2009 and the TGW Whistler Natural Gas Pipeline and Conversion of 

Whistler Grid – Quarterly Progress Report dated November 13, 2009, consistent with the 

Application.    There was no other revised estimate filed with the Commission in between the 

referenced Quarterly report and the filing date of the Application. 
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32.0 Reference: CPCN- Whistler Conversion Project, Conversion Project, 
Management Responsibility TGW & TGVI Whistler Project CPCN 
Quarterly Status Report as at September 30, 2008, Page 5  

“TGW expects that the combination of an increased number of appliances, labour 

duration and labour rate will significantly increase the overall Conversion Project cost 

above the budget of $6.23 million. TGW is assessing these impacts, cost mitigation 

options and is considering its options in dealing with the expected conversion cost 

increase. The Company will provide a revised cost estimate as soon as it becomes 

available.”     

32.1 Was this revised estimate ever filed with the Commission?  If yes, please provide 

date and letter that the revised project cost forecast was filed with the 

Commission. 

Response: 

The Commission was first notified of the potential for greater costs in the TGW – TGVI Natural 

Gas Pipeline and Conversion of Whistler Grid to Gas Quarterly Progress Report to March 31, 

2008 - Confidential Response to BCUC IR No. 1 (dated May 30, 2008) and subsequent 

quarterly progress reports.  The quarterly reports from June 2008 to June 2009 also noted the 

potential for a significant cost increase.   

A revised estimate was included in the Application that was filed November 9, 2009 and the 

TGW Whistler Natural Gas Pipeline and Conversion of Whistler Grid – Quarterly Progress 

Report dated November 13, 2009, consistent with the Application.    There was no other revised 

estimate filed with the Commission in between the referenced Quarterly report and the filing 

date of the Application.  As discussed in the response to BCUC IR 1.31.7, although TGW had 

developed internal forecasts based on preliminary information and recognized that the costs 

would be significantly higher than the forecast at the time of the CPCN application, it was not 

able to provide a firm forecast of the costs until well into the implementation of the Project.  

 

 

32.2 If yes, what was the revised total cost estimate filed? 

Response: 

Please refer to the response to BCUC IR 1.32.1. 
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32.3 Was a revised project cost figure included in any quarterly status reports filed 

with the Commission?  

Response: 

No.  Please refer to the response to BCUC IR 1.32.1. 
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33.0 Reference: CPCN – Whistler Conversion Project Cost,  

Ex. B-1, Tab 8, section 8.1, p. 55-56 

33.1 TGW states that:  “A greater amount of work was ultimately needed to convert 

the distribution system from propane to natural gas than had been anticipated at 

the time of the CPCN Application.  AS a result, the actual cost to date and the 

projected final cost of the Conversion Project are significantly greater than the 

cost estimate provided in the CPCN Application and the “cost cap” directed by 

the Commission and agreed to by the Company at the time.” 

 Once TGW agreed to the cost cap and the risk of cost over-runs as a result of 

that formula is it not the Commission‟s responsibility to enforce the cost cap as it 

was agreed to by TGW regardless of the conditions that may have caused the 

cost over-run? 

Response: 

No. It is open to the Commission, upon application, to reconsider its decisions and the 

Commission is not bound by its previous decisions. The Commission must make its decision 

based on the merits and justice of the case (section 75 of the Utilities Commission Act), 

meaning that taking the approach suggested in the question in the context of the current 

Application, without regard to the merits and justice of the current Application, would represent 

an error of law. 

 

 

33.2 If its TGW‟s responsibility to develop the best estimate of project costs and all 

costs are assumed to be prudently incurred then in your view, on what basis 

should TGW not be at risk for costs in the agreed to cost cap formula for this 

project? 

Response: 

TGW believes that it prepared a reasonable estimate of project costs for inclusion in the CPCN 

Application in light of the facts available to TGW at the time.  The basis on which TGW believes 

that costs should be recoverable from customers has been set out in the Application, including 

evidence that the costs incurred were necessary and prudent. TGW is not relying on a 

presumption of prudence in the Application in respect of the amounts in excess of the dead-

band. 
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33.3 Since a cost cap formula was agreed to in this project, isn‟t TGW assuming 

responsibility for all costs including costs “beyond the Company‟s control”?  In 

fact, isn‟t it understood that TGW bears the risk of costs beyond the cap and 

there is no such category of costs referred to as “beyond the Company‟s control” 

other than the Named Stream Crossings and Squamish Meter/Regulating station  

(See Order G-76-06)?   

Response: 

TGW agrees that in Order G-76-06 there was no category of costs referred to as “beyond the 

Company‟s control” other than the Named Stream Crossings and the Squamish 

Meter/Regulating Station. TGW is requesting on the basis of the evidence in the Application that 

other costs that are similarly beyond its control should receive the same rate treatment as the 

Named Stream Crossings and the Squamish Meter/Regulating Station costs. Please see TGW‟s 

response to BCUC IR 1.29.3 for further explanation as to why it is appropriate in the 

circumstances for the Commission to revisit this matter. 
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