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FORTISBC INC. — CPCN FOR THE

ADVANCED METERING INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT EXHIBIT A-18
TO: FortisBClInc.

Registered Interveners

Re: FortisBC Inc.
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for the
Advanced Metering Infrastructure Project

Application for Reconsideration of
British Columbia Utilities Commission Decision and Order G-177-12

By letter dated December 7,2012, Mr. Andy Shadrack applied on behalfof Area D inthe Regional District Central Kootenay
(RDCK) (ExhibitC13-9) for a reconsideration of Order G-177-12 (Reconsideration Application) issued by the British Columbia
Utilities Commission (Commission) with the accompanying decision on November 23, 2012. The relief sought by

Mr. Shadrackis thatthe Decisionand Order be reconsidered and varied to permit financial, operational, firesafety and
privacyissues includingwireless vs. wired meters inthe oral hearing.

As aresultof the Procedural Conference held in Kelowna on November 8,2012,the Commissionissued Order G-177-12
which, among other things, directed that:

The review of the Application will proceed by a combination of a written and an oral hearing, divided
as follows:

(i) Financial, operations, fire safety and privacy issues will be reviewed by way of the written
process.
(ii) Health, security and environmental issues will be reviewed by way of the oral hearing.

Mr. Shadrack appeals to the Commission under section 99 of the Utilities Commission Act to reconsider its decisionto limit
issues to be reviewed at the oral hearing. Mr. Shadrack cites a number of reasons, which areset out inItem 4 (page 13) of
his Application.

Attached to this letter are: i) a copy of the Reconsideration Application,andii)a copy of the Reconsideration and Appeals
section of the Commission’s Participant Guide, which identifies the criteria thatthe Commission generally appliesto
determine whether areasonablebasisexists toallowa reconsideration.

An application for reconsideration by the Commission proceeds intwo phases. In the interest of both regulatory efficiency
andfairness,and before the Commission proceeds with a determination on the merits of an application for
reconsideration, the application undergoes aninitial screening phase. Inthis firstphase, the applicantmustestablisha
prima facie casesufficientto warrantfull consideration by the Commission. The Commission usually invites submissions
from the other participants intheproceeding that led to the Decision thatis the subject of the reconsideration request, or
may consider that comments from the parties arenot necessary. The Commission generally applies thefollowingcriteriato
determine whether or not areasonablebasisexists for allowingreconsideration:
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the Commission has made anerrorinfactor law;
there has been a fundamental change in circumstances or facts sincethe Decision;
a basic principlehad not been raised inthe original proceedings;or

anew principlehas arisenas aresultofthe Decision.

Where anerror is alleged to have been made, inorder to advanceto the second phaseof the reconsideration process, the
application mustmeet the followingcriteria:

e the claimoferroris substantiated ona prima facie basis;and
e the error has significantmaterial implications.

Ifthe Commission determines that a reconsiderationis warranted, the reconsideration proceeds to the second phase
where the Commission hears full arguments on the merits of the application.

The Commission hereby establishes a written comment process on Mr. Shadrack’s Reconsideration Applicationto address
the firstphaseissueof whether a reasonablebasis exists toallowa reconsideration. The first phasewill bea preliminary
examinationto assess theapplicationin light of the following questions:

e Shouldthere be a reconsideration by the Commission?

e |fthere isto bea reconsideration,should the Commission hear new evidence and should new parties be given
the opportunity to present evidence?

e |fthere isto bea reconsideration,shoulditfocus onthe items from the Reconsideration Application,a subset
of these items or additional items?

e |fthere isto bea reconsideration,whatprocess should beestablished for the reconsideration?

The firstphaseassessment process for the Reconsideration Application will beas follows:

® Interveners are to submitwritten comments, if any,to the Commission by Friday, December 21,2012, with a
copy to Mr. Shadrack.

® FortisBCis to submitwritten comments, ifany, to the Commission by Friday,January4, 2013.

®  Mr. Shadrack submits a written reply, if any, to the Commission by Friday,January11,2013.

Written comments inthe firstphaseshould address whether the threshold for reconsideration has been met, rather than
the substanceof the issues. Followingthecompletion of this written comment process, the Commission will decide
whether or not a reconsideration should proceed. If the reconsideration proceeds to the second phase, the parties will be
allowed subsequently to address the substance of the issues thatthe Commission approves for reconsideration.

Yours truly,
Erica M. Hamilton
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