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IN THE MATTER OF the Utilities Commission 
Act, S.B.C. 19~0, c. 60, as amended 

and 

IN THE MATTER OF a complaint by 
Fording Coal Limited 

under Section 64 thereof 

Bkiii~H COLUMBIA 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

ORDER 
NUMBER G-76-84 

J.D.V. Newlands, 
Deputy Chairman; 
D.B. Kilpatrick, 
Commissioner; and 
R.J. Ludgate, 
Commissioner 

November 30, 1984 

0 R D E R 

WHEREAS on June 20, 1984 Fording Coal Limited 

("Fording") filed with the Commission a complaint alleging that 

the rates charged by Columbia Natural Gas Limited ("Columbia") 

for natural gas service to Fording were unjust, unreasonable 

and unduly discriminatory; and 

WHEREAS the Fording complaint came before the 

Commission during the public hearing of an application by 

Columbia which commenced at Cranbrook, British Columbia on 

September 25, 1984; and 

WHEREAS the Commission has considered the Fording 

Coal Limited complaint and the evidence adduced at the hearing 

and has reached certain conclusions set forth in a Decision 

containing a dissenting opinion, issued concurrently with this 

Order; 

NOW THEREFORE the Commission hereby Orders as 

follows: 

1. The complaint by Fording Coal Limited is rejected . 
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BRITISH COLUMBIA 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

ORDER 
NUMBER G-c-76-84 

2. Columbia Natural Gas Limited shall prepare and file, 
prior to January 31, 1985 cost of service data which 
will allow the Commission to consider action under 
Section 64(1) of the Act to determine whether the 
rate charged by Columbia under the Westar Mining 
Ltd. (Greenhills) contract is insufficient within 
the meaning of the Act. 

DATED at the City of Vancouver, in the Province of 

British Columbia, this 30th day of November, 1984. 
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