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Attention: Ms. Marija Tresoglavic, Acting Commission Secretary 
 

filed online 
Dear Ms. Tresoglavic: 
 
Re: FortisBC Energy Inc. (FBC) 
Biomethane Energy Recovery Charge (BERC) Rate Methodology 
 
These are the comments of MoveUP in response to Appendix B to Order G-301-20, 
concerning the appropriate regulatory process in this matter. 
 
MoveUP submits that the Commission should adopt Alternative 2 in Appendix B, namely 
the two-stage proceeding suggested by FEI in Exhibit B-1 consisting of a BERC Rate 
Assessment Report Review followed by a broader RNG Program Review.  
 
We particularly agree with the first of four reasons given by FEI at page 2 of Exhibit B-1. 
FEI’s RNG program is evolving from very limited origins, funded by voluntary subscriptions 
by a corps of altruistic ratepayers, into a key instrument of CleanBC and the province’s 
response to the climate crisis. It will incrementally transform the composition and cost 
structure of the gas commodity delivered by the utility. If successful it will grow far beyond 
anything that could or should be maintained by way of voluntary subscriptions, where non-
subscribers would become free-riders who receive the same physical commodity as their 
public-spirited neighbours. 
 
The Commission needs to ensure that the funding and logistics of this program are 
properly designed and calibrated to meet those objectives, and then to move beyond them 
as policy and necessity continue to develop. 
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We submit that the process should first deal with the compliance report, as FEI suggests, 
and then widen its lens to take in a broader perspective of regulatory mechanisms to 
identify and address the emerging imperatives of public policy and the public interest. That 
may take the proceeding well beyond modifications to the current BERC program, but the 
procedure should not presume any particular outcome. 
 
For that reason, we do not support Alternative 3 in Appendix B. The hypothetical Stage 2 of 
Alternative 3 (“review FEI’s BERC program to date with the potential to make 
modifications to the BERC rate methodology”) should be subsumed into “a comprehensive 
review and assessment of its RNG Program addressing all aspects of the program”.  That 
gives us Alternative 2. Otherwise, the process would lean unduly toward continuity with 
current approaches. 
 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
 
Yours very truly, 

ALLEVATO QUAIL & ROY 

 
per Jim Quail 
Barrister & Solicitor 
 




