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COMMERCIAL ENERGY CONSUMERS ASSOCIATION  

OF BRITISH COLUMBIA (“CEC”) 

 

INTERVENER INFORMATION REQUEST NO. 1 

 

FortisBC Inc. Rate Design and Rates for Electric Vehicle Direct Current Fast 

Charging Service Application ~ Project No. 1598940 

 

 

November 5, 2020 

 

1. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 1 

 

1.1 Please provide a discussion of any restrictions placed on BCUC decision-making related 

to this application as a result of the application being a prescribed undertaking. 

1.2 Is the BCUC required to allow all associated assets to be included in rate base?  Please 

explain. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 INTRODUCTION ANO APPROVALS SOUGHT 

FortisBC Inc. {FBC) flies this Applica ion for Approva'II of a Rate· Design andl Rates fm Electric 
Vehi:cle Direct Current Fast Oharging Servi:ce (Applica .ion) to establish pe1manent rates andl 
related appmvals for its electric vehicle (EV) direct current fast charging1 ,(DCFC) statiorns. All of 
FBC's existing and planned DCFC stations are prescribed undertak!ings pursuant to section 18 of 
the- Clean Energy Act, as ithey fall w ithin the class of prescribed undertaking set out in section 5 
of the Greenhouse Gas Reduction (Clean Energy) Regulation (GGRR). FBC's proposed rates 
for these stations are $0.27 pe:r minute for 50 kW □CFC service and $0.54 per minute for 100 kW 
DCFC service. Tihese rates recover FBC's cost of service on a lllevelli~ed basis and willl support 
th.e-growth1 and development of EV use in its service tenitory. 
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2. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 8 

 

2.1 Please provide the rates at which FBC is currently collecting revenue from customers at 

its existing 23 stations.  

2.2 Does FBC have both 50kW and 100kW stations, or are they all 50 kWs? 

2.3 Are there other charging networks which are not supported by the FBC DCFC stations?  

Please explain.  

2.4 Why has FBC not included a standard credit card swiping option such as is available in 

typical gas stations?  Please explain.  

2.4.1 Please provide an estimate of the additional cost that would be required for FBC 

to install such an option at each station, and collectively at all stations. 

2.4.2 What are the customer options for payment at the existing stations?  

2.4.3 If the payment options are different at the existing stations, does FBC intend to 

convert those options to that discussed above? 

2.5 Can customers scan their credit card using the QR code option, or does it require a 

customer to manually enter the credit card details?  Please explain.  

2.3 FSC DCFC CHARING STATIONS ARE "ELIGIBLE STATIONS" 

The existing 23 DCFC stations (16 sites) currently in operation, as well as the 17 planned stations 
(7 sites) in the Application meet the definition of an eligible charging station in Section 5(1 ) of the 
GGRR in that they are all: available for use 24 hours a day by any member of the public; do not 
require users to be members of a charging network, and are capable of charging electric vehicles 
of more than one make. 

Drivers using FBC DCFC stations for EV recharging purposes will have two options for payment 
transactions with FBC: 

1. Creating a membership with the FLO network and linking an appropriate means of 
payment (credit card, bank account) to that membership; or 

2. Scanning a Quick Response Code (QR code) on the station with their mobile phone which 
will take the customer to a payment portal where they can enter their credit card details 
which will allow the station to be activated. Customers may also contact FLO's telephone 
customer support to establish a single use credit card transaction. The customer's credit 
card will be charged the appropriate amount once the charging session is complete. 

All FBC DCFC stations will be available for use 24 hours a day by any member of the public, 
without any requirement for users to be members of a charging network, as described above. 
Stations also currently support roaming for Flo, Chargepoint, BC Hydro, Elect.ric Circuit, and 
eCharge network members. 
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2.6 Do BC Hydro stations require customers to either have a membership or use a QR code 

in order to make a payment?  

2.7 Please explain if cellular service can be considered very reliable for all network service 

providers at every service station proposed.  

2.7.1 If not, please identify any station that may have not have reliable cellular service 

and the applicable carrier. 

3. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 8 

 

3.1 Do the stations support the full range of charging systems currently available?  

3.1.1 If no, please explain why not and identify those changing systems that are not 

supported.  

3.1.1.1 For those charging systems not supported, please provide the approximate 

percentage of the charging market they encompass. 

All FBC DCFC stations will be equipped with connectors supporting both CHAdeMO and 
Combined Charging System (CCS) connectors capable of charging electric vehicles of more than 
one make. 
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4. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 9 

 

4.1 Please describe what is meant by the ‘site limit’.  

4.2 How are ‘site limits’ established? Please explain. 

2.4 ALL FSC STATIONS MEET THE LIMITED MUNICIPALITY SITE LIMIT TEST 

Of the 16 sites currently in operation, four are located in a "limited municipality" and are therefore 
subject to the •site limif. Three of these four sites are located in Kelowna and one is located in 
Nelson. None of these municipalities exceed the prescribed site limit. Additionally, FBC expects 
to own and operate a site in the limited municipality of Penticton beginning October 1, 2020 with 
another site planned for deployment in Penticton in 2021. The following table details the count of 
non-exempt utility sites (existing and planned) as well as exempt• utility sites (existing and 
planned). 

Table 2-1 : Stations In Limited Municipalities 

Non- Non-

Munic1pa111y 
Population exempt exempt Exempt Exempt 

(2016 
ut1l1ty Utility 

ut1111v utility 
Total 

Site L1m1t 

Census) 
site Site 

site Site 
existing & 

(2016 

count count 
count count 

planned 
Census 

(current) (planned) 
(current) (planned) 

sites 
PopJ 
9,000) 

Kelowna 142,146 3 O 2 O 5 16 

Penticton 43,432 O 2 O 1 3 5 

Nelson 10,664 1 O O O 1 2 

As shown above, FBC's existing and planned stations comply with the prescribed site lirms. 

For the remaining 12 sites in operation, and the seven sites planned for deployment through 2021 , 
the element of the definition of the prescribed undertaking contained in Section 5{b)(ii) of the 
GGRR is not a consideration as these sites are all located in municipalities with populations less 
than 9,000, or the site is located in a community that is not a municipality as defined by the 
Community Charter. The location of the 16 DCFC sites that FBC has constructed, owns and 
operates, and others that it plans to construct, own and operate as at the lime of this Application, 
is detailed in Table 2-2 below. 
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5. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 9 

 

5.1 Will FBC’s stations all initially use ONP, and need to be converted?  Or will FBC’s new 

charging stations use OCPP when they are first installed?  

5.2 What will be the cost to FBC of switching from ONP to OCPP?  

5.3 Are there other vendors that already use the OCPP?  Please explain. 

5.3.1 If yes, did FBC consider those vendors instead?  Please explain why or why not.  

5.4 What process did FBC go through to select AddEnergie as its vendor of choice?  

5.4.1 Is FBC committed to using AddEnergie for all its stations, or can it purchase from 

other vendors as well? Please explain.  

2.S FSC's STATf0NS WILL BE CONFIGURED To USE OPEN CHARGE POINT 
PROTOCOL 

The GGRR also requires that any eligible charging station coming into operation on or after 
January 1, 2022 use or be configured to use the Open Charge Point Protocol (OCPP) While 
FBC expects all of its planned stations to come into operation prior to January 1, 2022, all of its 
charging stations (both current and planned) will be configured to use the OCPP. OCPP refers 
to a network communication protocol between DCFC stations and a charging station management 
system. FBC's DCFC stations currently use a communication protocol referred to as the Open 
Network Protocol (ONP)-lntranetworking for communication between the stations and the 
charging station management system. However, FBC's vendor AddEnergie is committed to 
achieving OCPP compliance by mid-2021 for all stations owned and operated by FBC. 
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6. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 10 

 

6.1 On what basis did FBC decide to install either a 50KW DCFC station or a 100 DCFC 

station?  Please explain. 

6.2 Please provide an overview of charging at different capacities.   

6.3 Would a customer charging at a 100kW station always receive that level of capacity 

when charging, or does the make and model of the car influence the charging levels?  

Can all vehicles capable of charging at a DCFC station charge at either type of station?  

Is charging time the factor that distinguishes the amount of energy received, or do other 

factors come into play? 

3. RATE DESIGN 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

FBC is proposing a set rate for all of its existing and planned DCFC EV stations that varies with 
station capacity. 

Sections 18(2) and 18(3) of the Clean Energy Ac/describes the BCUC's role in the setting of rates 
related to prescribed undertakings: 

(2) In setting rates under the Utilities Commission Act for a public utility carrying 
out a prescribed undertaking, the commission must set rates that allow the public 
utility to collect sufficient revenue in each fiscal year to enable it to recover its costs 
incurred with respect to the prescribed undertaking 

(3) The commission must not exercise a power under the Utilities Commission Act 
in a way that would directly or indirectly prevent a public utility referred to in 
subsection (2) from carrying out a prescribed undertaking. 

FBC is proposing two rates a time-based rate of $0.27 per minute at FBC's 50 kW DCFC stations, 
and a rate of $0.54 per minute at FBC's 100 kW stations. 

Rates based partly or wholly on energy use (kWh) ,cannot currently be implemented by FBC due 
to the lack of Measurement Canada-approved metering. 

The proposed rate is based on a cost of service analysis of the stations and assumes a 
reasonable level of use based on both FBC's experience with its existing stations, as well as the 
projected growth in sales of EVs in BC over the next 10 years. The proposed rate for the 1 00kW 
station will recover FBC's cost of service on a 10-year levelized basis, is comparable to other EV 
charging rates in the Province, and will encourage the adoption of EVs. The proposed rate for the 
50 kW DCFC will recover FBC's cost of service on a 13-year levelized basis. The 50 kW rate 
design model is based on 13 years in order to include the 2018-2020 EV expenditures undertaken 
by FBC and still provide a complete 10-year cost projection for the planned 2021 EV capital 
expenditures. 
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6.4 If a customer charges a vehicle at a 50kW DCFC station, do they receive exactly the 

same level of charging for the same price as they would at the 100kWDCFC station?  

Please explain. 

6.5 What differences arise when charging by time based rates vs by energy consumption? 

6.5.1 To the extent there are differences, please compare and contrast the pros and cons 

of each from both the perspective of the consumer and the perspective of the 

utility and utility ratepayer.   

6.5.2 What other rate design options are available?  

6.6 What type of rates are standard in other areas?  Time based on capacity, energy 

consumption or something else? 

6.7 When does FBC expect that Measurement Canada will have approved metering for 

energy use?  Please explain.  

6.8 When approved metering technology is available, will FBC implement metering based on 

energy use? Please explain why or why not.  

7. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 12 

 

7.1 How, and at what capacity levels, do commercial vehicles receive electric charge?  Does 

the process differ from passenger vehicles?  

7.2 If commercial vehicles can receive charge at a different level, or through different means, 

can they charge at FBC’s stations?  

7.2.1 If there are other options available for commercial vehicle electric charging, 

please discuss whether or not FBC expects to implement commercial vehicle 

charging stations.  Please explain why or why not. 

7.2.1.1 If yes, please provide expected time lines. 

7.2.1.2 If no, please explain why not. 

The proposed rate is based on a cost of service analysis of the stations and assumes a 
reasonable level of use based on both FBC's experience with its existing stations, as well as the 
projected growth in sales of EVs in BC over the next 10 years. The proposed rate for the 1 00kW 
station will recover FBC's cost of service on a 10-year levelized basis, is comparable to other EV 
charging rates in the Province, and will encourage the adoption of EVs. The proposed rate for the 
50 kW DCFC will recover FBC's cost of service on a 13-year levelized basis. The 50 kW rate 
design model is based on 13 years in order to include the 2018-2020 EV expenditures undertaken 
by FBC and still provide a complete 10-year cost projection for the planned 2021 EV capital 
expenditures. 
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7.2.2 Would FBC consider a commercial vehicle charging rate that differs from its 

proposed rates under any scenarios?  Please explain why or why not.  

7.2.2.1 If yes, please explain under what conditions this could occur, and how 

such rates might differ from the standard rates. 

7.2.2.2 If yes, when would FBC expect to do so? 

8. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 13 

 

 

8.1 Please provide a table for each year since FBC EV charging has been available, through 

2020, showing the average historical kWh volumes per charge session by month at each 

of FBC’s charge stations, and identify the location and capacity of the charge station at 

each of FBC’s existing stations.  

8.1.1 For each year please provide the number of charge sessions at each of FBC’s 

existing stations by month, with the capacity and location of the station.  

8.2 Please provide the year-over-year projected growth rates of EV registrations and the 

source if not included in the Zero Emissions Vehicles Act.  

3.2.1 Key Assumptions 

3.2.1. 1 Electric Consumption per EV Charging Event 
FBC has assumed consumption of 20 kWh per charge event based on average historical kWh 
volumes per charge session at FBC's existing stations. Based on historical usage patterns, 20 
kWh corresponds to approximately 30 minutes of charging. 

3.2.1.2 Station Usage Assumptions 
The usage at FBC's EV stations are the minutes per year that EV customers will use the stations 
to charge their vehicles. As described below, FBC modeled EV charging usage by establishing a 
baseline using historical data and then applying growth rates based on third party analysis 

To understand current use, FBC reviewed historical usage (in minutes) at existing FBC-owned 
DCFC stations across FBC's service territory. Average usage was approximately 0.3 sessions 
(9 minutes) per station per day in 2018, and 0.7 sessions (21 minutes) per station per day in 2019. 
Uata tram :w;w was not included due to the impact ot COVIU-1!:l on cV charging patterns (1.e. 
fewer customers driving resulting in lower-than-anticipated DCFC usage compared to historical 
trends). 

To estimate future usage of DCFC stations, FBC reviewed year-over-year projected growth rates 
of EV registrations in FBC's service territory based on EV sales targets from the Province's Zero 
Emissions Vehicles (ZEV) Act. FBC has assumed that the growth rate in EV registrations will be 
reflected in the growth rate of DCFC usage, which aligns with observations from 2018 and 2019 
data. 
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8.3 Are the projected growth rates of EV registrations the same as the EV sales targets from 

the Province’s Zero Emissions Vehicles Act, or are there differences? Please explain.  

8.3.1 If not the same, please provide a brief discussion of the differences and why.  

8.4 Have EV registrations kept pace with the EV sales target to date? Please provide any 

quantitative differences. 

8.5 Does FBC expect that EV sales or registrations have or will be affected by Covid-19?  

Please explain and provide any quantitative evidence FBC has available to support its 

position.  

9. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 13 

 

9.1 Why does FBC plan to use indicative rate increases of 3.5% for the period 2022 – 2024, 

which exceeds the Bank of Canada historical inflation rate of 2%, and then use the 2% 

inflation rate thereafter?  Would it be more consistent to assume that FBC’s rate increases 

will continue to exceed inflation after 2024 by a certain percentage, or to use inflation 

rates for the entire period? 

10. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 14 

 

10.1 Please provide a breakdown of the GHG emissions of passenger cars vs commercial 

vehicles.  

10.2 In what ways will FBC encourage commercial vehicles to change to EV or EV type 

vehicle, and when will this happen?  

3.2.1.3 Inflation Rates 

Inflation for cost of electricity under (RS) 21 is based on FBC's indicative rate increases for 2022-
2024 which average 3.5 percent. Inflation for 2020-2021 O&M is set at 2.309 percent and 3.793 
percent for 2020 and 2021, respectively, as set out in FBC's Annual Review for 2020 and 2021 
Rates. Inflation for all remaining years for both RS 21 and O&M is estimated at 2 percent for the 
purpose of this analysis The inflation used in the remaining years is in line with the Bank of 
Canada historical inflation target of 2%. Inflation has been applied to O&M, in-l ieu property taxes 
and power purchase costs. 

The provincial government has identified the transportation sector as being a major contributor to 
GHG emissions in BC. In order to reduce GHG emissions, the Renewable and Low Carbon Fuel 
Requirements Regulation (RLCFRR or the Regulation; was introduced with the goal of reducing 
the carbon intensity of transportation fuels by ten percent by 2020. Carbon intensity is the amount 
of carbon dioxide equivalen! emitted (CO2e) per unit of energy consumed, and is measured in 
tonnes. 



 

{01787703;1}   

- 10 - 

11. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 15 

 

11.1 Please provide further details as to the services provided by FLO. 

11.2 On what basis did FBC determine that 15% was an appropriate level of transaction fee?  

Was this negotiated?  

11.3 Has FBC been charging its existing customers the same transaction fee?  

11.3.1 If no, please explain why not. 

11.4 Why is the transaction fee entirely volume-based instead of including a fixed portion?   

11.5 Please provide the total cost of an average charge, breaking out all fees. 

11.6 Please provide the dataset for charging fees showing the low, median, average and 

maximum charges that customers have incurred in FBC’s experience.   

3.2.1.5 Transaction Fees 
A transaction fee of 15 percent for global management services is charged by FLO and is added 
to the calculated EV rate before the transaction fee. This fee covers the network management 
services provided by FLO (station status monitoring, remote diagnostics/upgrades, etc), 24/7 
telephone support for customers using the DCFC stations, as well as payment collection and 
processing. 
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12. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 18 

 

 

12.1 Why did FBC use a 13-year analysis for the 50 kW service rate calculation and a 10-year 

analysis for the 100kW year analysis?  

12.2 Does the 31% usage increase apply to both 13 years and 10 years? Please explain.  

12.2.1 Please provide the expected usage by year for the 50 kW service and the 100 kW 

service.  

12.3 Please provide a levelized calculation assuming a 20% usage increase instead of 31%, 

and a 40% usage increase for both calculations over the term periods. 

12.4 When does FBC expect to update its rates?  

12.5 To the extent that the increases do not materialize as anticipated, would FBC apply for a 

rate change, in any direction, prior to when it would normally update its rates?  Please 

explain.  

FBC expects usage to increase over the analysis period by approximately 31 percent per year. 
When the levelized usage over the analysis period is used as the denominator with the levelized 
cost of service, a rate of $0.27 per minute and $0.54 per minute is derived for the 50 kW and 100 
kW stations respectively. FBC provides detailed calculations in Appendix E, Schedule 2, which 
demonstrate that the charging rate collects the incremental cost of service over the analysis 
period based on FBC's assumptions 

FBC provides the rate calculation below. 

Line 

No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 

s 

Line 

No. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Table 3-2a: DCFC Service Rate Calcullation 50 kW -13 Year Analysis 

Particulars Amount Reference 
Present Va lue of the Cost of Service s 3,S83,047 Appendix E, Schedule 2 line 7 x 1,000 
Present Va lue Charging M inutes Per Year lS,778,924 Appendix E, Schedule 2 Line 13 
Cost of Service based Ra te s 0.23 line 1 / (Line 2) 

Transact ion Fee 15% 

Levelized S per minute (incl, Trans Fee) s 0.27 line 3 / (1 - Line 4) 

Table 3-2b: DCFC Service Rate Calculation 100 kW - 10 Year Analysis 

Particulars 

Present Value o f the Cost o f Service $ 

Present Va lue Charging Minutes Per Year 

Cost of Service based Rate $ 

Transaction Fee 

l evelized S per minute (incl, Trans Fee) $ 

Amount Reference 

929,393 Appendix E.1, Schedule 2 line 7 X 1,000 

2,026,154 Appendix E.1, Schedule 2 line 12 

0 .46 Line 1 / (Line 2} 

15% 

0.54 Line 3 / (l - Line 4) 
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13. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 19 

 

Table 3-3: EV Rate Comparison 

Approx. Speed of 

Location ProVlder Fee Rate # of fast fast 
Hyperlink 

Structure chargers chargers 
installed installed 

Time-
htt12s:Jlwww.atco.com/en-ca/12rojects/12eaks-

Alberta ATCO 
based 

$0.333/min 18 50 kW to:Qrairies-electric-vehicle-charging-
station.html 

Brit ish City of Time- S0.26/min 7 50kW 
htt12s:Jlvancouver.ca/streets-

Columbia Vancouver based trans12ortation/electric-vehicles.as12x 

Time-
50 kW 

htt12s:Jlwww.fortisbc.com/services/sustainable-S0.27/min 
Brit ish 

FortisBC 
based 

23 
50kW - energy-012tions/electric-vehicle-

Columbia (proposed 
100kW 

100 kW charging/Qublic-electric-vehicle-charging-
rates) stations-in-be 

S0.54/min 

New NB Power 
Time- htt12s:Jlwww.echargenetwor1<.com/stations-

Brunswick I e-charge 
based 

S0.25/min 25 50kW 
and-rates 

networ1< 

Electric 

Ontario Circui1 Time-
$0.283/min 75 50kW 

htt12s:J/lecircuit electrigue.com/en/stations/fast-
(Hydro based charge-station/ 

Quebec) 

Electric 

Quebec 
Circui1 Time-

S0.1963/min 225 50kW 
httQs:f/lecircuit electrigue.com/en/stations/fast-

(Hydro based charge-station/ 
Quebec) 

< 75kW: 
S0.27/min 

Canadian Time- < 125 kW : 

Tire I based, S0.77/min 50 kW ; 
Various 

Electrify 
tiered by 24 150 kW; htt12s:Jlwww.e leQlirt-canada.ca/12ricing/ 

Canada 
f)UW~I < 3~UKW = 350 ~w 
level $1.07/min 

Idling fee = 
S0.40/min 

AB: 
S0.33/min 

BC: 
S0.27/min 

MB: 
S0.33/min 

NB: 

Petro- Time-
S0.25/min 

100 - htt12s:Jtwww.12etro-
Various 

Canada based 
-100 

350 kW 
canada.ca/en/12ersonal/fuel/canadas-electric-

NS: highway 
S0.25/min 

ON: 
S0.33/min 

QC: 
$0.20/min 

SK: 
S0.33/min 
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13.1 The CEC notes that there is 350 kW service available.  Does FBC expect to supply any 

different levels of charging service in the future?  Please explain why or why not.  

13.2 If yes, please describe what additional service levels FBC expects to implement, and 

when this would occur.  

13.3 Please explain what an ‘idling fee’ is.  

13.3.1 Did FBC consider implementing an idling fee?  Please explain, and explain why it 

was not implemented at this time, and if FBC expects to do so in the future.  

13.4 Is the above chart exhaustive for Canada, or are there other service providers in Canada 

that are not included?  

13.4.1 If there are others, please provide a brief discussion and identify any rates that are 

not within the range of the table presented.  

13.5 Please provide rates in Washington state to the extent they are available.  
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14. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 20 

 

14.1 Please explain whether any of the above service providers could be considered as 

providing market-based or competitive service?  

14.2 Please provide FBC’s views on whether or not a market-based service provider could 

reasonably enter the market and compete with FBC’s proposed rates.  Please provide 

quantification to illustrate FBC’s position.  

14.3 Does FBC expect its rates will encourage EV use?  Please explain why or why not.  

14.4 Does FBC have any information on rate sensitivity and customer use, i.e. whether or not 

an increase or decrease would influence use?  

14.4.1 If yes, please provide. 

3.4 EV REVENUES VERSUS COST OF SERVICE AND RA TE IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

Due to the levelized nature of the rate, there will be some (early) years where the EV charging 
revenue will be less than the cost of service. In these years, all other FBC customers will bear 
the costs in excess of revenues. Conversely, in years where the charging revenue is greater than 
the cost of service, all other FBC customers will benefit from the excess of revenues. 

To determine fair, reasonable and stable EV charging rates FBC must forecast future charging 
usage at the stations. The forecast of use, in minutes, at the stations is the bill ing determinant 
used to calculate the EV charging rates. FBC has provided a sensitivity analysis below to highlight 
the impact that varying levels of use have on the resulting rate. 

To assess the potential impact of FBC's proposed EV charging rates on FBC's other electric 
customers, the Company analysed cases where the actual EV usage differs from the for,ecasted 
usage used to determine the proposed EV charging rates. 

The sensitivity analysis below examines the rate impact to other FBC electricity customers if 
actual EV usage varies by +/- 10 percent and +/- 25 percent from the forecast embedded in the 
financial models. The table below shows that even if actual EV usage was 25 percent lower than 
forecast, the rate impact to other FBC customers is low for both stations at 0.033 percent and 
0.010 percent 

Table 3-4: Rate Impact Sensitivity 

EV Usage 25% EV Usage 10% EV Usage 10% EV Usage 25% 
Lower Lower Higher Higher 

Rate Impact to Other 
FBC Customers 50 kW 0.033% 0.013% -0.013% -0.033% 
Station 

Rate Impact to Other 
FBC Customers 100 kW 0.010% 0.004% -0.004% -0.010% 
Station 
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14.5 Please provide a generally estimated rates that had 0 impact on other FBC customers. 

14.6 Please provide a generally estimated rate for EV vehicle that was based on market rates, 

if different from above. 

15. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 22 

 

15.1 Please provide FBC’s rates for its existing stations.  

15.2 Do FBC’s existing rate include a 15% transaction fee?  

15.2.1 If not, why not? 

15.3 To the extent that the rate differs from FBC’s proposed rates, please explain why.  

15.4 If FBC were to set the new rates at the existing rates, how long would it take for the costs 

to be recovered?  Please provide the calculations. 

4. REGULATORY TREATMENT OF FBC'S EV DCFC STATIONS 

As discussed in Section 1.2.1, FBC has 23 EV charging stations already constructed and open to 
the public. The capital and all other costs, revenues and contributions (CIAC) for these stations a 
being accounted for outside of FBC's regulated rate base. With this Application, FBC proposes to 
account for the existing stations and all future stations" in FBC's regulated rate base and book 
of accounts. As discussed in Section 2, all of the stations that FBC has already constructed are 
in the class of prescribed undertakings set out in section 5 of the GGRR. Upon approval of this 
Application, FBC will account for the net book va'lue of these stations and the net book value of 
the CIAC reoeived for these stations in rate base. The following table sets out the approximate 
net book value of the existing EV station charging assets and approximate net book value of 
contributions received as at December 31, 2020. 

Table 4-1: EV Charging Assets and CIAC (approximate book value 12/31/2020) 

Accumulated 
Net Book 

$ million Gross Value Depreciation/ 
Amortization 

Value 

EV Charging Assets 3.52 (0.28) 3.24 

C IAC (1.27) 0.11 (1.16) 

il'otal 2.25 (0.17) 2.08 
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16. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page 22 

 

16.1 How have the costs for individual charging stations changed since they were first 

introduced by FBC?  Are they increasing or decreasing and by what percentages?  Please 

provide a quantitative response to the extent possible.  

17. Reference:  Exhibit B-5, page Appendix E Schedule 1 page 2 of 6 

 

 
 

17.1 Please explain the purpose of the capital spending occurring after 2025. 

17.2 Has the capital spending been estimated at a Class 3 level?  Please explain.  

17.2.1 If not at a Class 3 level, please explain why not. 

 

4. REGULATORY TREATMENT OF FBC'S EV DCFC STATIONS 

As discussed in Section 1.2.1, FBC has 23 EV charging stations already constructed and open to 
the public. The capital and all other costs, revenues and contributions (CIAC) for these stations a 
being accounted for outside of FBC's regulated rate base. With this Application, FBC proposes to 
account for the existing stations and all future stations" in FBC's regulated rate base and book 
of accounts. As discussed in Section 2, all of the stations that FBC has already constructed are 
in the class of prescribed undertakings set out in section 5 of the GGRR. Upon approval of this 
Application, FBC will account for the net book va'lue of these stations and the net book value of 
the CIAC reoeived for these stations in rate base. The following table sets out the approximate 
net book value of the existing EV station charging assets and approximate net book value of 
contributions received as at December 31, 2020. 

Table 4-1 : EV Charging Assets and CIAC (approximate book value 12/31/2020) 
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EV Charging Assets 

C IAC 

il'otal 
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Accumulated 
Net Book Gross Value Depreciation/ 

Amortization 
Value 

3.52 (0.28) 3.24 

(1.27) 0.11 (1.16) 

2.25 (0.17) 2.08 
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