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Further to the BCUC Order G-316-19 dated December 5, 2019, the following are the City of 
Richmond's submissions on further process: 

1. The City of Richmond is participating in this Inquiry in good faith even though the district 
energy utility services the City provides, either directly or indirectly through its wholly 
owned municipal corporation, Lulu Island Energy Company ("LIEC"), are regulated by 
City Council and do not fall under the jurisdiction of the BCUC. 

2. As set out in their applications to intervene, the City and LIEC have offered to pmvide the 
BCUC with valuable insight and perspective on: 

I. 

II. 

iii. 

6388745 

the effectiveness of such regulation by City Council and by municipalitie-. in 
general over district energy utility services; 
the operating structures and models currently used or that may be used to deliver 
such district energy utility services; 
the matters this Inquiry will seek to achieve clarity on, including the objectives of 
municipal governments and the municipal government jurisdiction and regulatory 
scheme related to the provision of district energy utility services; 
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1v. the imperative not to infringe or interfere with municipal govemmentjurhdiction 
in relation to the provision of district energy utility services; and 

v. the benefit of affirming the broad interpretation of municipal government 
legislation including the broad exclusion from the definition of "public utility" 
found in the Utilities Commission Act. 

3. The City of Richmond is not supportive of the Proposed Regulatory Timetable and the 
Action items set out in Appendix B of BCUC Order G-316-19 (the "Proposed Regulatory 
Timetable"). 

4. The City of Richmond submits that a regulatory timetable which leads with BCUC IRs 
would provide more focus and clarity for intervener evidence. Furthermore, the Ngulatory 
timetable deadlines should take into consideration the timelines required by muni.: ipalities 
and regional districts, as explained below. While the Proposed Regulatory Timet:-;ble may 
be suitable for some forms of Applications before the BCUC, this is not an Applit;ation, 
but instead an Inquiry. 

5. Being an Inquiry initiated by the BCUC that is driven by the objectives set by the BCUC, 
it is submitted that the following Regulatory Timetable is appropriate with a period of not 

less than 2 months between the deadlines for each of the Action items: 

ACTION 

a. BCUC information requests (IRs) on submissions provided in 
October 2019 and on other matters within the scope of the Inquiry 

b. Intervener response to BCUC IRs 
c. Intervener evidence deadline 
d. Further process 

6. Municipalities and regional districts are levels of government with their respectiv ~ councils 
and boards. Given the potential implications of this Inquiry, the minimum two munth 
period between Action items allows sufficient time for municipalities and regional districts 
to research data, prepare the relevant material and to seek instructions from their I espective 
councils and boards if required. 

7. The BCUC through its own !Rs will be able to satisfy itself that it has all the answers and 
information it was seeking to achieve the objectives it has set for this Inquiry. 

8. !Rs by the BCUC, in advance of the filing of evidence, will also serve to highligh1 the 
issues that the BCUC desires more information on and will allow municipalities and other 
interveners to better determine what, if any, evidence they should ultimately file . 

9. Unlike an Application before the BCUC where the parties involved are adversaries taking 
part in an adversarial process, this is an Inquiry initiated by the BCUC for a stated purpose 
and the corresponding regulatory timetable should be reflective of that. 
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I 0. Limiting the opportunity to make IRs to the BCUC is appropriate in an Inquiry of this 
nature and will ensure that this Inquiry is not transformed into an adversarial proceeding 
where municipalities are unnecessarily required to expend significant amounts of ~ime and 
resources responding to IRs from the multitude of interveners. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

Yours truly, 

f~ucci 
City Solicitor and Senior Director, Legal and Legislative Services 
ACI:lc 




