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Dear Christopher P. Weafer: 
 
Re: FortisBC Inc. (FBC) 

Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for Approval 
of the Fruitvale Substation Project (Application)  

Response to the Commercial Energy Consumers Association of British 
Columbia (CEC) Information Request (IR) No. 1 

 
On February 29, FBC filed the Application referenced above.  In accordance with the amended 
regulatory timetable established in British Columbia Utilities Commission Order G-100-24 for 
the review of the Application, FBC respectfully submits the attached response to CEC IR No. 
1. 
 
If further information is required, please contact the undersigned. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
FORTISBC INC. 
 
 
Original signed:  
 

 Sarah Walsh 
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Project Need  1 

1. Reference:   Exhibit B-1, page 13, page 17 and Exhibit A-6, BCUC IR 1.3.1 2 

3 

4 

 5 

  6 

1.1 Further to BCUC IR 1.3.1, please break down each table by customer group.  7 
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  1 

Response: 2 

The table below provides the annual MWh broken down by customer group for the FRU and HER 3 

substations. 4 

Station Customer Group 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 

FRU 

COMMERCIAL/ 
INDUSTRIAL 

9,050 9,231 9,088 9,303 9,655 9,850 9,993 10,604 10,568 10,898 

COMPANY 
USAGE 

6 6 6 6 6 7 6 6 6 6 

RESIDENTIAL 12,875 12,934 11,509 13,471 13,145 12,490 12,492 12,405 12,551 12,805 

LIGHTING 184 185 181 177 175 185 168 164 151 139 

IRRIGATION 3 3 1 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 

TOTAL 22,117 22,360 20,785 22,959 22,985 22,533 22,661 23,182 23,279 23,851 

HER 

COMMERCIAL 288 181 170 188 240 393 406 340 264 289 

RESIDENTIAL 2,969 2,867 2,651 2,849 2,799 2,723 2,808 2,954 3,047 3,022 

LIGHTING 38 37 35 33 35 35 33 29 26 24 

IRRIGATION 23 35 26 35 28 27 23 34 30 32 

TOTAL 3,318 3,120 2,882 3,104 3,102 3,178 3,269 3,356 3,367 3,367 

 5 

  6 
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2. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, pages 20-21 1 

 2 

 3 

2.1 Please provide a basic history of major maintenance activities/upgrades at the 4 

FRU and HER substations, and please provide the costs of major repairs and 5 

upgrades. 6 

  7 
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Response: 1 

FBC provides the following tables which describe the major maintenance activities/upgrades at 2 

the FRU and HER substations since 2012. FBC does not have reliable major maintenance 3 

records prior to 2012. The tables include the costs associated with upgrades that were capitalized. 4 

FBC is not able to provide the costs associated with non-capital (i.e., maintenance) activities 5 

because these expenditures are not tracked to the work order or asset level. 6 

Table 1:  Major Upgrade/Maintenance Activities at FRU Substation (2012 to Present) 7 

Date Element Description of Activity 
Capital / 

Maintenance 
Cost 

($000s) 

December 2012 FRU FDR1 & FDR2 Routine Breaker Maintenance Maintenance - 

December 2012 FRU T1 Routine Power Transformer Maintenance Maintenance - 

July 2014 FRU T1 LTC Filtration Remediation Capital 4.2 

October 2014 FRU T1 PCB Oil Replacement Capital 34 

September 2015 FRU T1 PCB Program-HV Bushing Replacement Capital 33  

November 2018 FRU FDR1 & FDR2 Arc-chutes Asbestos Testing Maintenance - 

December 2018 FRU FDR1 & FDR2 Routine Breaker Maintenance Maintenance - 

September 2019 FRU T1 LTC work and Oil Replacement Maintenance - 

December 2019 FRU T1 Routine Power Transformer Maintenance Maintenance - 

December 2024 FRU FDR1 & FDR2 Routine Breaker Maintenance Maintenance - 

 8 

Table 2:  Major Upgrade/Maintenance Activities at HER Substation (2012 to Present) 9 

Date Element Description of Activity 
Capital / 

Maintenance 
Cost 

($000s) 

April 2014 HER T1- A Oil Top-Up Maintenance - 

April 2014 HER T1-A&C Temperature Gauge Repair Maintenance - 

September 2014 HER REG ABC Routine Regulator Maintenance Maintenance - 

August 2014 HER T1-ABC Routine Power Transformer Maintenance Maintenance - 

January 2015 HER T1 ABC Oil Top-Up Maintenance - 

March 2015 HER REG C Regulator Failure - Replacement Capital 24 

November 2018 HER T1-A Oil Top-up Maintenance - 

December 2019 HER T1-B Oil Top-up Maintenance - 

June 2022 HER T1 ABC Routine Power Transformer Maintenance Maintenance - 

June 2022 HER T1 ABC Routine Regulator Maintenance Maintenance - 

 10 

 11 

  12 

 13 
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2.2 Please provide an explanation for why the FRU switchgear experienced 1 

‘advanced/accelerated aging’ and had deteriorated to the 31.25% condition by 2 

2017, and please provide FBC’s best estimate of its current condition % if it has 3 

deteriorated further.  4 

  5 

Response: 6 

Health index and effective age calculations are ways of determining equipment condition and 7 

timelines in the equipment life cycle. Using its own methodology, METSCO performed the 8 

assessment based on information provided by FBC. The criteria categories used to determine the 9 

health index and effective age for the FRU switchgear is set out in Tables 5 through 15 in 10 

METSCO’s report (Appendix A to the Application). 11 

The FRU switchgear actual age was 50 years in 2017. Accounting for the impact of equipment 12 

condition, METSCO calculated an effective age of 95 years. The elevated effective age is an 13 

indication that due to condition-health the evaluated equipment has exceeded its normal life 14 

expectancy.  15 

FBC can identify the following quantitative factors that contributed to METSCO’s assessment of 16 

the 31.25 percent health index based on Tables 5 through 15: 17 

• The switchgear was 50 years old in 2017 (Category D, Table 6 of Appendix A); and 18 

• The switchgear circuit breaker contact resistance is outside the specification limit 19 

(Category E, Table 9 of Appendix A). 20 

2024 maintenance records confirm that despite FBC’s efforts, the condition of the circuit breaker 21 

has not improved, and the breaker’s operating time is outside of the normal bandwidth. FBC is 22 

not able to provide an estimated percentage of further deterioration. 23 

 24 

  25 

 26 

2.3 Please elaborate on how arcing can lead to asbestos contamination, and whether 27 

or not FBC has experienced this in the past.  28 

  29 

Response: 30 

Arcing in circuit breakers occurs when the current-carrying contacts of a circuit breaker open, 31 

resulting in an electric arc between the separating contacts. If supplied with enough energy (i.e., 32 

during breaker fault interruption), the arc may cause substantial damage, harm, fire, or injury. 33 

Air magnetic breakers, like the ones used at the FRU substation, are a technology developed 34 

before the 1940s. Prior to the mid-1980s, breaker arc chutes were made from asbestos-containing 35 
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compounds. During normal or fault current interruption, the arc chutes will crack and vaporize, 1 

releasing the asbestos particles into the air.  2 

FBC has not experienced a switchgear arc flash event that has resulted in asbestos release.  3 

 4 

  5 

 6 

2.4 Under what conditions, if any, would FBC repair the switches or any other portions 7 

of the FRU or HER substations prior to implementing the proposed Project? 8 

  9 

Response: 10 

The majority of the FRU and HER equipment is not supported by its original equipment 11 

manufacturer. Therefore, in the case of a failure, replacement is the only viable option (as 12 

opposed to maintenance). 13 

This is the case for the following equipment at the FRU and HER substations:  14 

• Dominion Cutout and Patton & Cooke switches (FRU 20-2, FRU CAP-, FRU MAIN-1, FRU 15 

TIE, HER REG-BP(ABC), HER FDR1-1, HER FDR 1-2, HER FDR 2-1, HER FDR 2-2, 16 

HER REG(ABC)-1 and 2, HER T1-1); 17 

• FRU T1 Westinghouse USR type load tap changer; and 18 

• FRU FDR1 and FDR2 air magnetic Westinghouse breakers.  19 

Refurbishment of transformers of the vintage and MVA size of FRU T1 and HER T1 is not a viable 20 

option, as any major failure will result in transformer unavailability (up to three years). 21 

   22 
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3. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, page 21 1 

 2 

3.1 Please provide further details of the insulation condition and why it results in the 3 

end of useful life. 4 

  5 

Response: 6 

Insulation condition refers to the dielectric, short-circuit, and mechanical strength of the 7 

transformer’s solid insulation (paper/pressboard). The strength of the solid insulation determines 8 

the capability of the transformer to withstand normal, abnormal, and emergency operating 9 

conditions.  10 

Attachment 1.1b provided in response to BCUC IR1 1.1 provides the condition and life 11 

assessment report for HER T1, concluding that HER T1 has reached end of life based upon the 12 

remaining insulation life.   13 

 14 

 15 

 16 

3.2 Please describe how the failure probability of the unit was determined to be 17 

‘extremely high’, and please provide any available probabilities associated with this 18 

rating. 19 

  20 

Response: 21 

Please refer to the response to BCUC IR1 1.1. 22 

  23 
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4. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, pages 22 and 23-24 1 

 2 

 3 

 4 

4.1 Please elaborate on why only a ‘portion of customers’ can be transferred to the 5 

neighbouring Beaver Park substation in the event of an unplanned FRU T1 outage.  6 

  7 

Response: 8 

Please refer to the response to BCUC IR1 7.1. 9 

 10 

 11 

 12 

4.2 Please elaborate on the impacts from the lack of automatic voltage control on the 13 

mobile transformer, and please indicate if such a function would be available on a 14 

new mobile transformer.  15 

  16 
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Response: 1 

FBC maintains system voltage regulation in accordance with CSA C235-19 – Preferred Voltage 2 

Levels for AC Systems up to 50,000 V. Considering that the mobile will be in-service for an 3 

extended period (up to 3 years) in the event of a transformer failure, the lack of voltage regulation 4 

could result in customer equipment damage or malfunction (e.g., flickering lights).  5 

Because mobile transformers are designed to be transportable assets, they are designed with 6 

limited mechanical functionalities to prevent damage or mechanical failure caused by the 7 

repeated relocation. Incorporating an on-load tap changer onto a mobile transformer is not 8 

practical due to the number of moveable components, increased complexity of the design, and 9 

reduced reliability. 10 

 11 

 12 

 13 

4.3 Please provide the cost of a mobile transformer, and please explain whether or not 14 

a mobile transformer could be located nearer to the Fruitvale site, or any other 15 

ways of reducing the potential outage time in the event of an outage. 16 

  17 

Response: 18 

FBC estimates that the cost to purchase a dedicated spare transformer sized at 20 MVA is 19 

approximately $1.8 million. An 18 MVA mobile transformer is estimated to cost $5 million to 20 

purchase. However, the existing FRU substation site is not large enough to permanently store a 21 

mobile transformer or a dedicated spare transformer. Also, as noted in Section 3.3.2 of the 22 

Application, FBC does not consider a mobile transformer to be an acceptable solution to supply 23 

customers for long periods of time as it does not have automatic voltage control and could result 24 

in power quality issues for customers. 25 

When a mobile station or transformer is not being used for maintenance or emergency purposes, 26 

it is stored at the FBC Kootenay Operations Center in Castlegar. Due to the importance of this 27 

equipment, FBC stores the mobiles in a safe, covered location. This allows for periodic inspection 28 

and protection from the elements and vandalism. FBC does not have a closer location to Fruitvale 29 

to meet these mobile needs. 30 

Outages are primarily dependent on mobile transport, set-up, and energization timelines. A 31 

minimum 24-hour outage is estimated for mobile installation which could be further increased by 32 

adverse weather conditions, road restrictions, or mobiles being used at other sites.  33 

  34 
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Alternatives and Justification 1 

5. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, page 26 2 

 3 

5.1 FBC identifies ‘Project Objectives’ throughout the application, which the CEC 4 

deems to be ‘Equipment Condition and Aging Infrastructure’ and ‘Reliability’. 5 

Please provide specifics/metrics as to the ‘equipment and infrastructure’ and 6 

‘reliability’ objectives that FBC has established as the minimum requirements for 7 

this Project, including such metrics as SAIDI, SAIFI or CAIDI.   8 

  9 

Response: 10 

Based on the drivers of the Project need discussed in Section 3.3 of the Application, FBC 11 

identified the following two objectives for the Project, as set out on pages 19-20 of the Application:  12 

1.  Address the equipment condition issues and aging infrastructure at the 13 

Fruitvale and Hearns substations; and   14 

2.  Address the risk to the reliability of the electricity supply for Fruitvale and the 15 

surrounding area. 16 

The specifics of these objectives are explained in Section 3 of the Application. The responses to 17 

BCUC IR1 1.1 and 1.2 explain in further detail why the FRU and HER equipment require 18 

replacement.  19 

Section 4 of the Application is FBC’s analysis of the alternatives to meet the Project objectives. 20 

FBC’s chosen alternative, as described in Sections 4 and 5 of the Application, will meet the Project 21 

objectives.  22 

FBC has not, however, established metrics as minimum requirements for this Project. Because 23 

SAIDI, SAIFI, and CAIDI metrics consider all unplanned and planned outages for all causes, not 24 

just transformer outages, these metrics are not relevant measures for determining the need for 25 

replacement of aging equipment at the FRU and HER substations.  26 

Please also refer to the response to BCUC IR1 2.2.  27 

  28 
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6. Reference:  Exhibit B-1 pages 27-28 and page 29 1 

2 

 3 

 4 
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 1 

 2 

6.1 It appears that two of FBC’s alternatives were rejected due primarily to FBC’s 3 

station design requirements and constructability challenges. Please elaborate on 4 

the FBC design standards and associated constraints and explain if these are: 5 

• FBC specific constraints or industry standard or regulated by a specific 6 

authority; 7 

• whether or not FBC has or may exceed the constraints where 8 

circumstances warrant; and 9 

• if so, how this has been or could be accomplished.  10 

  11 

Response: 12 

Please refer to the response to BCUC IR1 7.4. 13 

 14 

  15 

 16 

6.2 Please provide FBC’s best estimate of the likelihood that distribution and 17 

transmission line upgrades and associated costs that would be required as a result 18 

of using the temporary transformer.  19 

6.2.1 What additional benefits, if any, could be attributed to the upgrades if 20 

these were undertaken? Please discuss and explain whether or not these 21 

could add long-term advantages to the system. 22 

 23 

Response: 24 

FBC is not able to provide an estimate of likelihood or cost of any necessary distribution and/or 25 

transmission line upgrades as a result of using a mobile transformer as it is entirely dependent on 26 

the selected temporary location for the mobile transformer. As explained in Sections 4.3.2.1 and 27 
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4.3.3.1 of the Application (as referenced in the preamble to this IR) and in the response to BCUC 1 

IR1 7.4, the existing FRU site cannot even accommodate a one-transformer substation rebuild 2 

that meets FBC’s current design standards. Therefore, there is no scenario where FBC would 3 

rebuild on the existing FRU site and FBC accordingly did not investigate the cost of undertaking 4 

distribution and transmission line upgrades to serve a mobile transformer at a temporary location. 5 

However, to be responsive to CEC IR1 6.2.1, in a hypothetical situation where the existing station 6 

is rebuilt on the existing site and a temporary location is found for the mobile transformer during 7 

construction, the distribution and/or transmission line extensions and required upgrades (i.e., 8 

three phasing portions of a single-phase distribution line, etc.) would not have long-term 9 

advantages to the system. By changing the source of supply temporarily with the mobile 10 

transformer, the line extensions and upgrades needed to connect to the system would no longer 11 

be useful once the source of supply reverted back to the Fruitvale substation.     12 

  13 
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7. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, pages 30 and 31 1 

 2 

 3 

7.1 Please provide the total cost range, with breakdown for the work that is estimated 4 

to increase the Project costs by ‘as much as $10 million’.  5 

  6 

Response: 7 

Please refer to the response to BCUC IR1 5.6.  8 

 9 

 10 

 11 

7.2 Please confirm that the increase would result in a total Project cost increase, and 12 

could not be partially or fully offset by savings in other areas.  13 

  14 

Response: 15 

FBC confirms that the required line upgrades would result in a total Project cost increase.   16 

The line upgrades could potentially result in cost savings due to a reduction in scope of a future 17 

project identified in Section 6.4 of FBC’s 2021 Long Term Electric Resource Plan (LTERP) to 18 

reconductor transmission line 20L to a higher ampacity, beginning in 2028/2029 (20L Upgrade). 19 

However, the 20L Upgrade is not expected to require a full rebuild of the transmission line 20 
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between the Village of Fruitvale and the HER substation and will not require replacement of the 1 

transmission structures from wood to steel; rather, the line infrastructure would remain in a two-2 

circuit configuration (one transmission, one distribution circuit). In contrast, as described in the 3 

response to BCUC IR1 5.6, building a new FRU substation at the HER site would require 4 

approximately 7.4 km of transmission and distribution line along Highway 3B between the Village 5 

of Fruitvale and the HER substation to be entirely rebuilt to accommodate the three-circuit 6 

configuration (one transmission circuit, two distribution circuits) and the existing wood structures 7 

would need to be replaced with steel. These line upgrades would include reconductoring the 8 

transmission circuit 20L to a higher ampacity conductor, which would ultimately accelerate and 9 

complete a portion of the 20L reconductoring required for the 20L Upgrade. FBC has not 10 

developed an estimate of the potential reduction in scope or cost. 11 

 12 

 13 

 14 

7.3 Please briefly discuss the visual impacts, and whether or not they would 15 

specifically impact any local residents. 16 

  17 

Response: 18 

Please refer to the response to BCUC IR1 5.6. 19 

  20 
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8. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, page 43  1 

 2 

8.1 Please identify what portion of the property that FBC purchased would be used for 3 

the Project. 4 

  5 

Response: 6 

Please refer to the Site Plan drawing provided in Confidential Appendix C-1 of the Application 7 

(pdf page 22 of 53). 8 

 9 

 10 

 11 
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8.2 Please explain whether or not FBC had the option to purchase a smaller portion 1 

and/or if FBC has the option to sell any portion not being used, and also please 2 

explain whether or not FBC may have alternative uses for any portion of the 3 

property not used for this Project.  4 

  5 

Response: 6 

No, FBC did not have the option to purchase a smaller portion of the Grieve Location property. 7 

Please refer to the response to Lenardon IR1 28. 8 

  9 
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9. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, page 44 1 

 2 

9.1 Please provide the cost ranges associated with a Class 4 estimate, and please 3 

confirm or otherwise explain that FBC’s Class 4 cost estimate does not account 4 

for the increased civil and site preparation and clearing, and mitigation of 5 

accessibility challenges, and please explain why not. 6 

  7 

Response: 8 

Class 4 estimates have a cost range of -15% to -30% on the low end, and +20% to + 50% on the 9 

high end.   10 

FBC included increased civil, site preparation, and mitigation of accessibility challenges in its 11 

Class 4 estimate for the Old Salmo Road Option. These increases account for the majority of the 12 

$2.66 million difference between the Old Salmo Road Option and the preferred Highway 3B 13 

Option. FBC also notes that without a geotechnical report, there is a higher risk of these costs 14 

escalating for the Old Salmo Road Option compared to the Highway 3B Option. 15 

  16 
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10. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, page 45 1 

 2 

10.1 Please identify any options available to FBC to recoup the cost in the event that 3 

the Commission does not approve the CPCN or the proposed site. What other 4 

options would FBC have to make use of the site if it could not be sold? 5 

  6 

Response: 7 

If the BCUC did not approve the Application, FBC would need to review the reasons contained in 8 

the decision and determine how to proceed at that time. 9 

  10 
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Project Description  1 

11. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, pages 49-50 2 

 3 

 4 

11.1 Please identify, and provide rationale for, any aspects of the station scope of work 5 

that exceeds the minimum requirements to replace the aging equipment and 6 

infrastructure and/or provide similar reliability to that currently available.  7 

  8 

Response: 9 

All the planned work that is set out in the station scope of work is required for the New FRU 10 

Substation and nothing is included that is not required. 11 

  12 
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12. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, page 50  1 

 2 

12.1 Please identify, and provide rationale for, any aspects of the Transmission Line 3 

scope of work that exceeds the minimum requirements to replace the aging 4 

equipment and infrastructure and provide similar reliability to that currently 5 

available.  6 

  7 

Response: 8 

All the planned work that is set out in the scope of work is required for the New FRU Substation. 9 

The transmission line scope of work identified in the preamble above is required to reconfigure 10 

the transmission line infrastructure to accommodate the New FRU Substation at the Grieve 11 

Location. 12 

  13 
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13. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, pages 50-51 1 

2 

 3 

13.1 Please identify, and provide rationale for, any aspects of the Distribution Line 4 

scope of work that exceeds the minimum requirements to replace the aging 5 

equipment and infrastructure and provide similar reliability to that currently 6 

available.  7 

  8 

Response: 9 

All the planned work that is set out in the scope of work is required for the New FRU Substation 10 

and nothing is included that is not required. 11 

The distribution line work identified in the preamble above is required to reconfigure the 12 

distribution line infrastructure to accommodate the new source of supply from the Grieve Location. 13 

FBC notes that the distribution line work is related to new infrastructure and does not include 14 

replacing existing distribution line infrastructure due to equipment condition or aging infrastructure 15 

issues. 16 

  17 
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14. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, page 52 1 

 2 

14.1 Please elaborate further on the ‘various purposes’ each of the two sites will be 3 

used for, why they will be required, and please provide timelines for each identified 4 

use.  5 

14.1.1 Please explain why these purposes could not be included in the new 6 

Project site, which the CEC understands to be larger than required for 7 

the Project. 8 

14.2 Please discuss the option of selling either the HER or FRU sites and provide 9 

quantification for any value that could be received from the sale/lease of each site. 10 

 11 

Response: 12 

As noted in the Application, FBC’s intended immediate use for the FRU and HER sites is to use 13 

them as lay down yards. Beyond the immediate use as a lay down yard, FBC has not yet 14 

determined what each site will be used for and therefore cannot provide any timelines. 15 

The HER site will be useful for purposes in both the immediate future and in the long term, and 16 

FBC is not considering selling or leasing this site at this time. For example, FBC is considering 17 

installing reactive compensation at the HER site because of its location on the transmission 18 

system to support end of line voltage. Installing reactive compensation to support end of line 19 

voltage would not be useful at the Grieve Location. 20 

With regard to the existing FRU site, FBC may consider selling this property in the future. 21 

However, at least in the short-term, FBC intends to utilize the FRU site as a lay down yard. 22 

Subsequent to the New FRU Substation being fully built and operational, FBC will assess all the 23 

sites and will consider their potential future uses and FBC’s anticipated future needs.  Accordingly, 24 

FBC has no information to provide on the value of selling or leasing the FRU site.  25 
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Project Cost Estimate  1 

15. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, pages 60-61 2 

  3 

4 

 5 

15.1 FBC includes approximately $5 million in ‘incremental’ sustainment capital. Please 6 

explain why the sustainment capital related to poles, towers and fixtures exceeds 7 

that which would have been required in a do-nothing or business as normal 8 

scenario (i.e., not necessarily related to the project).  9 

  10 
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Response: 1 

The $5.336 million in incremental sustainment capital shown on Line 4 of Table 6-3 and described 2 

on pages 60 and 61 of the Application are for the one-time future replacement costs of the new 3 

assets resulting from the Project at the end of their expected service life and prior to the end of 4 

the financial evaluation period. As these are new assets related to the Project, they are 5 

appropriately included as incremental sustainment capital. The new assets that will be placed in-6 

service due to the Project are transmission poles, towers and fixtures, and transmission 7 

conductors and devices, with an expected end of life in 2065, and distribution conductors and 8 

devices with an expected end of life in 2068. 9 

  10 
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Consultation  1 

16. Reference:  Exhibit B-1, Section 8.1 (entirety), page 76-77 and D Exhibits 2 

 3 

 4 

16.1 Please provide FBC’s definition of ‘stakeholders’ as it relates to the Grieve 5 

property. 6 

  7 

Response: 8 

FBC’s definition of “stakeholders” as it relates to the Grieve Location includes: 9 

1. the neighbouring properties, and 10 

2. an individual, a group of individuals, organizations, or a political entity with a stake in 11 

the outcome of the decision to proceed with the Project.  12 

This definition corresponds with the practices laid out by the International Association for Public 13 

Participation. FBC’s method for identifying stakeholders is provided in the response to BCUC IR1 14 

13.1.   15 

 16 

 17 

 18 

16.2 FBC describes a series of consultation activities and feedback it has received from 19 

neighbouring property owners including that summarized in Table 8-3 (pages 77-20 

81). The CEC notes that several stakeholders have provided Letters of Comment 21 

(D Exhibits) since this Application has been submitted. Please identify any 22 

concerns raised either in these Exhibits, or elsewhere that are additional to those 23 

identified in the application, and if applicable update Table 8-3.  24 

  25 

Response: 26 

Please refer to the response to BCOAPO IR1 13.3. 27 

 28 
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