
 
 

Utility Commission Meeting
Agenda

 
Tuesday, February 20, 2024, 2:00 p.m.

Meeting held electronically and in Committee Room 2
City Hall

We recognize and respect that New Westminster is on the unceded and unsurrendered land of the
Halkomelem speaking peoples. We acknowledge that colonialism has made invisible their histories
and connections to the land. As a City, we are learning and building relationships with the people
whose lands we are on.

Pages

1. CALL TO ORDER AND LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
The Chair will open the meeting and provide a land acknowledgement.

2. CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
Additions or deletion of items.

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETINGS

3.1 Minutes of October 24, 2023 3

4. REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS
Staff and guest reports and presentations for information, discussion, and/or
action

4.1 Climate Action Decision Making Framework: Introduction and
Implementation Plan

10

5. NEW BUSINESS
Items added to the agenda at the beginning of the meeting.

6. CORRESPONDENCE

6.1 BC Hydro - Transition Options - RS 1830 30

6.2 Premier announces new actions to build electricity system, create jobs 40

7. CONSENT AGENDA



7.1 Electric Sales & Purchases Report 53

8. MOTION TO CLOSE MEETING
THAT the Utility Commission will now go into a meeting which is closed to the
public in accordance with Section 90 of the Community Charter, on the basis
that the subject matter for all agenda items relate to matters listed under
sections:

(1)(a) personal information about an identifiable individual who holds or is being
considered for a position as an officer, employee, or agent of the municipality or
another person appointed by the municipality;
(1)(c) labour relations or other employee relations;
(1)(k) negotiations and related discussions respecting the proposed provision of
a municipal service that are at their preliminary stages and that, in the view of
the council, could reasonably be expected to harm the interests of the
municipality if they were held in public.

9. END OF MEETING

10. UPCOMING MEETINGS
The next scheduled meeting of the Utility Commission is April 16, 2024 at 2:00
p.m.
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Utility Commission 

MINUTES 

 

Tuesday, October 24, 2023, 1:00 p.m. 

Committee Room 2 

City Hall 

 

PRESENT 

Mayor Patrick Johnstone Commissioner 

Councillor Paul Minhas Commissioner 

Sally Bhullar-Gill  Commissioner 

Maya Chorobik*  Commissioner 

Lino Siracusa  Chair/Commissioner 

 

REGRETS 

Lisa Spitale   Commissioner 

 

STAFF PRESENT 

Ronald Au   Senior Financial Services Analyst 

Rod Carle   General Manager, Electrical Operations 

Steven Faltas  Business Process Manager, Electrical Operations 

Carilyn Cook   Committee Clerk 

 

*Denotes electronic attendance 

_____________________________________________________________________ 

1. CALL TO ORDER AND LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

Lino Siracusa opened the meeting at 1:00 p.m. and recognized with respect that 

New Westminster is on the unceded and unsurrendered land of the Halkomelem 

speaking peoples. He acknowledged that colonialism has made invisible their 

histories and connections to the land. He recognized that, as a City, we are 

learning and building relationships with the people whose lands we are on. 

2. CHANGES TO THE AGENDA 

 None.  
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3. REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS 

3.1 2024-2028 Electric Utility Rates 

Ron Au, Senior Financial Services Analyst reviewed the PowerPoint presentation 

titled “Electrical Utility: 2024-2028 Proposed Utility Rates” which outlined three 

options as follows:  

 Option 1: Status Quo – Existing 2.8% annual rate increase from 2024-2028; 

 Option 2: Escalating Increase in Rates – Increasing rates overt time to fund 

new Capital; and 

 Option 3: New Consistent Rates – Balanced and consistent annual rate 

increase incorporating new Capital. 

In response to questions from Commission members, Mr. Au, Rod Carle, General 

Manager, Electrical Operations, and Steven Faltas, Business Process Manager, 

Electrical Operations, provided the following comments:  

 Growth was not accounted for – this is off the existing situation; however, 

work is being done to put some framework in place for developers to fund 

growth;  

 Voltage conversion would be a general improvement and would be a benefit 

to all tax payers;  

 Currently, all new developments pay a capacity charge based on the size 

of the transformations they are putting into their development.  This was a 

fee that came in 2015 with respect to the hospital;   

 Typically, developers are asked to pay all costs for all their service;  

 It is anticipated that staff will coming back in January/February 2024 with a 

potential change to the current bylaw around development charges and that 

it would be almost double what would be charged today;  

 The hospital required one complete feeder which was around $3 million 

which the hospital paid. In order to apply this lump sum to new development, 

it was converted down to a capacity charge based on size of the 

transformation they are putting in, which is an easier and more accurate 

calculation than just doing the actual cost;  

 Some discussion has taken place with the City’s Senior Management Team 

regarding developers paying for growth;  

 As we now know that the new substation in Queensborough cost $30 

million, we have more of an accurate number than before as over the last 

50 years we have always used the two existing substations;  
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 A steady rate increase over 5 years helps to eliminate rate shock. If the 

increase is applied all in one year, there will be a rate shock of eight to nine 

percent;  

 The five to 10 percent on reserve is being held off until we have full control 

of our asset management, which will be addressed in 2024 with the new 

asset manager;  

 The assets may be understated but we did not want to make any increases 

until we were certain;  

 Potentially we could have $100 million worth of new costs in 2029/2030 and 

we believe that it is prudent to start trying to collect funding towards that 

now as opposed to waiting;  

 Water and sewer are also stimulating a need to increase rates and, while 

we do not yet have an Asset Management Plan, there will not be as much 

rate shock if we increase rates now;  

 From a status quo perspective, and with some rate increase, monies 

coming in from upcoming property developments flow through to the 

reserve;  

 Option 2 shows escalating rates the further you delay out, and delaying 

even further will result in an even higher slope of impact on people in the 

future.  Setting rates today will help us prepare for asset management and 

help lessen the slope;   

 Option 3 provides an opportunity to offset some rates in the future and 

stabilize what the rate payer will need to pay over time;  

 In Option 3, we have captured in the Operating Revenue, some of the 

growth that is anticipated but have not included 100 percent of all the capital 

that could be required if 100 percent of the developments come to fruition. 

The capital has been scaled it to what we could deliver on in the next five 

to seven years;  

 Additional capital will also likely be required from 2030 to 2040 which has 

not been included, in the scenarios where all of these master plans do 

happen;  

 The goal is to balance addressing a worst case scenario with the status quo 

and no increase, which is not realistic, and things going as planned;  

 We had capacity for the last 30 to 40 years and have relied on that capacity 

for that time and the residents who have been paying into the utility in that 

timeframe have benefitted from not paying added capital to supplement the 

infrastructure.  The City has not invested in substations or additional metres 

or expansions since the 1980s and we have now run out of capacity to build 

for an electrified future growth;  
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 In the 1980s there was no rate increase for 10 years;  

 There is a lot of complexity to this and staff are sensitive to the idea that in 

a month we have to establish rates, and we are looking at a one year out 

study to address such things as pricing strategies with respect to electric 

vehicles;   

 Regarding electric vehicle charging and revenues, basically the rates cover 

the maintenance of the current chargers so it is currently revenue neutral;  

 Staff will be coming back to the Commission with suggestions and 

recommendations for those with a lower income;  

 The City would most likely go to a time of use system once all of the metres 

are in before adjusting to a two tier rate program such as what BC Hydro 

offers.  At the time that BC Hydro offered a two-tier rate system, it was still 

more appropriate for New Westminster to remain on a one-tier system as 

our customer profile is the exact opposite of BC Hydro’s;  

 Electric vehicle charging rates are every year in a five-year plan.  Rates will 

be adjusted appropriately;  

 District energy has been captured a bit in the Capital Plan but staff did not 

include the minute amount for voltage conversion;   

 We know there is something coming, we cannot quantify it 100 percent, and 

we do not want to get to the position where we have depleted our reserves 

or we are implementing a 10 percent rate increase.  We are trying to balance 

what we do know with what we do not know and avoid a large rate increase 

because we have not started today with smaller, incremental increases;  

 In terms of the average household using 1,000 kilowatts, 2.8 percent would 

amount to approximately a $45 increase to the average consumer, with 3.5 

percent amounting to approximately $57 annually; 

 The simplified model of Option 3 suggests that there are pathways to 

address the unknown, which we cannot yet share information about 

because we are still studying it, but not doing something today increases 

the risk escalated rates in the future;   

 If we stay with the existing plan 2.8 percent is sufficient but will not allow the 

City to put money aside for unexpected expenses;  

 The 3.5 percent is the highest increase based on the assumptions that were 

provided;  

 If we go with 3.3 percent we would end with reserves of approximately $22 

million and ideally we would like a progressive 5 percent, and once staff 

report back with more information, this may all change from 2025 to 2029;  

 The climate levy was put in before the City got the Provincial funding for the 

carbon offsets and it was to build a fund to pay for climate-related 
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infrastructure and initiatives but now that may be changing with the potential 

of annual revenue coming in from carbon offsets; and 

 One thing that has not been done at all in this model is to assume anything 

with regards to the carbon offset revenue.  This would be a point of 

discussion in the future.   

Discussion ensued and Commission members provided the following comments:  

 Consideration needs to be given to taxpayers paying today for something 

years in the future, which they may not benefit from;  

 We cannot lose sight of what the impact of an increase may mean to the 

end user as many residents are already challenged with inflation and high 

interest and mortgage rates;  

 We are reacting to things that were not addressed years ago;  

 The rate fee structure is supported so as to not have exorbitant costs on 

future repairs;  

 Different rates for electric vehicle charging, such as what BC hydro has 

introduced, would provide an opportunity to make money;  

 Consistent rate increases is the most comfortable option as it allows us to 

support our reserve and capital needs in a way that does not push too much 

to the future;  

 There are a lot of unknowns about rate setting in the next five years as we 

do not know what will happen with BC Hydro rates, the pace at which 

developments are going to come on, or how we may want to restructure 

rates once Advanced Metering Infrastructure (AMI) is integrated;  

 People are voicing their concerns every day about burdening the cost of 

growth on current homeowners and that we need to build new infrastructure 

to support growth that is happening in the region; however, that 

conversation is quickly changing in the region;  

 It was announced today that we would not receive any housing funding from 

the Federal Government if we continue to increase DCCs and increase the 

cost of infrastructure on new housing as doing so will not facilitate affordable 

housing.  It is not clear what that will mean locally;   

 We need to work on getting our reserves into a comfortable place and  

planning for the costs that we know are coming, even at a low growth;   

 The steady increase model is good but it is risk averse;  

 We need to be transparent with our assumptions that are going into building 

a different rate model and they need to be in alignment with our policies and 

principles and they do not appear in here in a way that people can discuss 

them. This is a governance issue;  
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 As we are studying what our needs are going to be over the next 20 years, 

we need to include things such as the best practices for asset management 

and putting the capital program into the rates, offsetting current growth 

projections against existing users, as well as what is usually put towards 

maintenance;  

 It is important for Council and the community to know what has gone into 

this and what is involved in order to allow them to support planning for the 

future and unknowns and to understand the policy questions that have gone 

into building this model in a way that they can participate;  

 Rate payers will want to know how much they are contributing to assets and 

how much future rate payers would also be paying for them;  

 Time must be taken to walk the community through how rates and rate 

increases are determined;  

 More information on the replacement value that staff are looking to set aside 

would be helpful;   

 In addition to the three options, the Commission can recommend that staff 

come back to the Commission with a more fulsome report with the 

assumptions; however, time is of the essence so a rate needs to be 

recommended now for 2024.  The number for 2025 can be determined later;  

 Given that we know there will be large expense down the line, we do not 

want to approve rates that are too low and create unexpected 

consequences that have to be addressed later; 

 We should go with an increase somewhere in between 2.8 percent and 3.5 

percent;  

 It seems like the right time to review capital items and see if they can be 

moved;  

 We need to be very explicit to Council and the community that over 2024 

we are going to be doing a lot of capacity, capital analysis that will be 

brought back to inform future rates; and 

 Once we are ready to share that this significant analysis is being done, it 

can be included on an insert with the tax notices as well as with the utility 

invoices.   

 

MOVED and SECONDED 

That the Utility Commission recommends Option 3 with the change in 2024 to a 

3.3 percent utility rate increase and that over 2024, staff will conduct a full capacity 

analysis to be brought back to the Commission.   

Carried. 
All members present voted in favour of the motion. 
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4. NEW BUSINESS 

None.   

5. END OF MEETING 

The meeting ended at 2:13 p.m. 

6. UPCOMING MEETINGS 

Next meeting scheduled for: 

 April 4, 2024 Joint meeting with Council (tentative). 

 

Certified correct,  

 
 
 
 

   
Lino Siracusa, Chair  Katie Stobbart, Committee Clerk 
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Climate Action Decision 
Making Framework

Introduction and Implementation Plan
Utility Commission – February 20, 2024

Image: https://www.hydropower.org/iha/discover-facts-about-hydropower
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THAT the Utility Commission endorse the proposed Climate Action Decision Making 
Framework.

Recommendation
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Provide a structured decision making approach to allocating funds from the Climate 
Action Reserve Fund for initiatives which will enable the City to reach its climate action target 
of net-zero by 2050.

Fund Objectives:

Purpose of the Framework

G H G  
R E D U C T I O N

C L I M AT E  
R E S I L I E N T  

A S S E T S

F O R WA R D  
L O O K I N G
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Project Progress

Kick off Council 
Report: July 10, 

2023

Benchmarking: July 
2023

Staff Workshop #1: 
July 24, 2023

Draft Framework 
Structure: August 

2023

Staff Workshop #2: 
September 8, 2023

Council Workshop 
and Report: 

September 11, 2023

Updated Draft 
Framework: 

October 2023

Beta-Testing: 
November -

December 2023

Framework 
adjustments and 
Docmentation: 
January 2024

Utility Commission 
Presentation: 

February 20, 2024

Council Workshop: 
March 4, 2024

Milestones with RED outline have associated Council Reports
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Guiding Principles & Additional 
Considerations

Reducing GHG emissions

Reducing energy consumption

Increasing climate resilience

Addressing risks arising from climate 
change
Supporting positive equity 
outcomes
Improving social and environmental 
outcomes

Primary 
Objective

Principles
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Categorized into five types:

• Climate Emergency Criteria

• Pass/Fail Criteria

• Primary Criteria

• Secondary Criteria

• Other Considerations

C r i t e r i a

The Framework integrates criteria, rating systems, and weighting systems.

• Ratings applied to some 

criteria are delineated on 

High, Medium, and Low

R a t i n g s

• Involve assigning relative 

significance to criteria

W e i g h t i n g s

Overview of the Framework
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Framework Flow

• Unplanned one-
time health and 
safety initiative 
funding

Climate related 
Emergency 
Measures

• Ensure 
alignment with 
climate action 
strategies

Pass/Fail 
Criteria

• CARF objectives 
and guiding 
principles

• Rated and 
weighted

Primary Criteria

• Additional 
benefits 
(strategic 
priorities, lenses 
and foundations

• Rated

Secondary 
Criteria

• Project 
planning due 
diligence

• Descriptive

Other 
Considerations

Submit For 
Review
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Framework Flow

N

Fail

Not aligned with Climate Action Reserve 
Fund Allocation

• Unplanned one-
time health and 
safety initiative 
funding

Climate related 
Emergency 
Measures

• Ensure 
alignment with 
climate action 
strategies

Pass/Fail 
Criteria

• CARF objectives 
and guiding 
principles

• Rated and 
weighted

Primary Criteria

• Additional 
benefits 
(strategic 
priorities, lenses 
and foundations

• Rated

Secondary 
Criteria

• Project 
planning due 
diligence

• Descriptive

Other 
Considerations

Submit For 
ReviewY – Complete all sections and submit (regardless of outcome of Pass/Fail)

Pass
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Framework Hierarchy 

High Impact on Framework Scoring Low

Climate related 
Emergency 
Measures

Pass/Fail 
Criteria Primary Criteria Secondary 

Criteria
Other 

Considerations
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P R O J E C T  
O W N E R

Complete the 
Framework

Roles and Responsibilities
There are three key Staff parties with important roles in enabling the assessment of each 
project against the criteria framework. The final approval step will be Council approval.

P R O J E C T  
R E V I E W E R

Consolidates and 
reviews 
submissions

F I N A N C E

Prepares budget 
with recommended 
CARF allocation

C O U N C I L

Approves budget 
allocation from 
CARF
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Next Steps

Q4 ‘24 – Q1 ’25

Review and recalibrate the framework Additional staff training as required

Q3 ‘24
Ongoing support and implementation in the 2025 

budget process
Review Framework submissions for 2025 budget 

year and potential impact on the CARF

Q2 ‘24
Training and implementation in 

2025 budget process
Implementation in 2024 

Quarterly Variance (or Q3)
Develop CA Healthy 

Reserve Policy
Create online 
intake process

Q1 ‘24
Framework for Adoption 04-Mar-2024: Council 

Workshop Draft implementation plan and process flow
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THAT the Utility Commission endorse the proposed Climate Action Decision Making 
Framework.

Questions for Discussion:
Does the Commission believe the Framework sufficiently supports climate oriented 
decision making and that the Commission does not need to a formal role in the use 
of the Framework?

If not, what role should the Commission play in the review of Climate Action Reserve 
Fund allocation resulting from the implementation of the Framework and why?

Recommendation and Discussion
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APPENDIX : Elements of the Framework
Climate Action Decision Making Framework
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Climate Action Framework Overview

Pass/Fail Criteria

Primary Criteria

Secondary Criteria

Other 
Considerations

Climate related 
Emergency Measures Pass/Fail

• City’s climate action strategies
• GHG reduction from base case OR Critical enabler

Primary Criteria
• Extent of emission 

reductions
 Relative
 Absolute

• Operational cost

• Capital cost
• Climate Equity
• Improving health and safety 

and resiliency for citizens

Secondary Criteria
• Council strategic priorities
• DEIAR
• Reconciliation
• Environment
• Organizational Effectiveness
• Community interest

Other Considerations
• Internal resource and 

capacity
• Recent investments in 

similar initiatives
• Jurisdictional impacts
• Additional funding 
• Urgency

Climate related Emergency Measures 
• Address an isolated emergency and critical health and 

safety risk arising from a climate change hazard

Primary Criteria
• Extent of emission 

reductions
 Relative
 Absolute

• Operational cost

• Capital cost
• Climate Equity
• Improving health and safety 

and resiliency for citizens

Secondary Criteria
• Council strategic priorities
• DEIAR
• Reconciliation
• Environment
• Organizational Effectiveness
• Community interest

Other Considerations
• Internal resource and 

capacity
• Recent investments in 

similar initiatives
• Jurisdictional impacts
• Additional funding 
• Urgency
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER CLIMATE ACTION CAPITAL PLANNING FRAMEWORK Version 1.0

Description and intended outcomes

Pass Yes

Fail No

Pass Yes

Fail No

Pass Yes

Fail No

Pass Yes

Fail No

Initiative Description
Bold Step 
(drop down selection)

Total Initiative Capital 
Expenditure ($ million)

Particulars

Initiative Name

Strategic Priority 
(drop down selection)

Details
Form Submission Date
Initiative Budget Year

Criteria

Emergency Measure

Pass/Fail

Capital Funding Request 
($ million)
Any previous funding request 
made for this initiative? 
(if yes, please provide additional 
details):
Department

Climate related Emergency Measure

A) City's Climate Action strategies

Is the initiative a one time occurrence and directly responding to an unexpected and immediate climate 
change related health and safety risk? 
If yes, please provide rational in Comments column

Is the initiative listed as an implemnetation action in one of the following climate action strategies?
‐ Community Energy and Emissions Plan 2050 (CEEP), 2022 
‐ Corporate Energy & Emissions Reduction Strategy (CEERS), 2020
‐ e‐Mobility Strategy, 2022 

Rating Description

Rating Description

Will the initiative facilitate future GHG emission reductions?
i.e. electricity conservation, policy tool, administration of community energy programs, etc.
If yes, please provide rational in Comments column

Will the initiative achieve net‐reduction of GHG emissions compared to the "Business as Usual" (BAU) case?
B.1) GHG 
reduction from
base case

B.2) Critical 
Enabler

Business Unit

Answer B.1
OR
B.2

Page 26 of 54



High >40%
Med 25% and 40%

Low <25%

High >25ktCO2e
Med 10‐25ktCO2e

Low <10ktCO2e

High Maximized emission reductions
Med Some emission reductions

Low Low to similar emissions

High
benefit 
savings achieved and/or additional revenue

Med neutral 

Low
cost 
increased or new operating budget required

High <$250,000 (Tier 1)
Med $250,000 ‐ 500,000 (Tier 2)
Low >$500,000 (Tier 3)
High Directly targets addressing inequity
Med Indirectly supports reducing inequities
Low Little to no impact

High Directly improves health, safety AND resiliency

Med Directly improves health, safety OR resiliency

Low Indirectly improves health, safety, OR resiliency

Primary Criteria

What is the capital request from the Climate Action Reserve Fund to achieve benefits (GHG reductions / 
critical enabling aspect)
(Ideally the incremental cost of the project to achieve better than BAU)

Does the initiative help address inequities related to climate impacts?

Improves community health and safety outcomes and offers greater resiliency against future climate 
change related risks

5) Improving health and safety 
outcomes of citizens
(Weighting ‐ 5%)

2) Operational Cost
(Weighting ‐ 30%)

1A) Absolute 
Emission 
Reduction 
(Weighting ‐ 30%)

Answer 1A 
(quant.: relative 
and  absolute) 
OR 1B (qual.)

1B) Extent of 
Emission 
Reductions
(Weighting ‐ 40%)

1A) Relative 
Emission 
Reduction 
(Weighting ‐ 10%)

Rating Description

How will the initiative impact ongoing operating costs?

What is the anticipated lifetime emission reductions?

Does this initiative maximize emission reductions relative to other options which achieve the same service 
delivery? 

What is the anticipated emission reductions as compared to BAU?

3) Capital Cost
(Weighting ‐ 15%)

4) Climate Equity
(Weighting ‐ 10%)
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High Directly

Med Indirectly

Low Not specifically advancing strategic priorities

High Yes
designed to directly reduce inequities

Med Yes
designed to indirectly reduce inequities

Low Neutral 
The initiative will not reduce or increase inequities

High
No potential harm will be introduced OR potential harm 
has been identified and a harm reduction plan is 
included within the scope of the initiative. 

Med
Yes potential harm has been identified and a harm 
reduction plan has not yet been included within the 
scope of the initiative. 

Low Potential harm has not yet been determined.
High Directly
Med Indirectly
Low Not specifically advancing environmental strategies
High Positive Impact

Med Neutral or no impact

Low Negative impact

High Directly addresses
Med Indirectly addresses

Low
Has not been expressed through prior public 
engagement as an initiative of interest / need. 

Secondary Criteria

8) Reconciliation 

Rating Description

6) Council strategic priorities

Does the initiative align with at least one council strategic priority (2023‐26)?:
1. Community Belonging and Connecting
2. Homes and Housing Options
3. People‐Centered Economy
4. Safe Movement of People
5. Asset Management and Infrastructure

Does this initiative have the potential to reduce inequities (non‐climate related) in our community and/or 
organization?

7) DEIAR ‐ Diversity, Equity, Inclusion 
and Anti‐Racism

9) Environment

10) Organizational Effectiveness ‐ IT 
Systems

11) Community interest

Does this initiative have the potential to increase or introduce risk in the City's cyber security?
OR
Does this initiative have alignment with organizational effectiveness strategies and plans related to HR, IT, 
Work Space, Facilities Asset Management Plan or Fleet?

Through previous engagement activities, has the community expressed interest and/or need for this 
initiative?

Does this initiative align with at least one of the following environmental strategies?:
‐ Environment Strategy and Action Plan (ESAP), 2018 
‐ Biodiversity Strategy, 2022

Could this initiative have the potential to cause harm to Indigenous people, urban indigenous communities, 
or local first nations?
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Will additional resources be required to successfully implement the initiative (short term) or will external 
short term resources be supplied by the reserve fund (consultants, project managers, etc.)?
If external resources required, can this be easily obtained?

Does the initiative have the potential to attract additional funding to the City?
Can the Reserve potentially leverage funds from outside of the City?

What are recent investments made to enhance this service which the initiative would address? If it has 
been a long time since the last investment in this service areas, what are the risks of continuing to not 
invest in this area?

Will inter‐municipal or other levels of government collaboration be required to implement this initiative? 
What are potential timing and budget risks associated with permitting and/or seeking appropriate 
approvals in order to implement this initiative?
What regional impacts could this initiative achieve for other jurisdictions?

Does the initiative address existing service delivery issues, or meet immediate council agenda, while 
contributing to climate action?

Other considerations

iv) Jurisdictional Impacts

v) Urgency

i) Internal resource and capacity 

ii) Additional funding 

iii) Recent investments in similar 
initiatives
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SUMMARY OF ELECTRICAL ENERGY PURCHASES AND SALES
2023

MONTH Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec GRAND
BILLING PERIOD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 TOTAL

NUMBER OF CONNECTIONS 37,507 37,516 37,523 37,465 37,471 37,497 37,524 37,521 37,519 37,778 38,041 38,047 37,507                  

BILLING REVENUE GL CODING
Residential (RES) 9300.3704 2,812,770         4,354,524         2,097,090         3,178,670         1,928,823         3,294,683         2,259,206         2,128,277         1,866,119         2,509,788         1,668,679         3,403,092         31,501,720          
RES: ADJs 9300.3704 (851,105)           (10,321)              (6,688)                (23,141)              (330,029)           (10,727)              (10,434)              (162,297)           (6,135)                (18,038)              (5,102)                (6,570)                (1,440,587)           
Commercial (COMM) 9300.3706 2,872,135         2,097,091         2,428,705         1,654,500         2,890,221         2,607,867         2,514,638         2,265,624         2,208,069         2,262,246         2,841,809         2,651,280         29,294,184          
COMM: ADJs 9300.3706 (1,139,240)        (29,965)              (17,512)              (17,867)              (667,844)           (183,857)           (74,160)              (16,425)              (30,604)              (6,135)                (387,574)           (320,897)           (2,892,080)           

3,694,559         6,411,328         4,501,595         4,792,163         3,821,172         5,707,966         4,689,250         4,215,179         4,037,450         4,747,860         4,117,812         5,726,905         56,463,238          
Monthly Accruals
RES: Rev Prior Month Accrual 9300.3704 (1,115,922)        (1,889,079)        (1,111,314)        (1,447,944)        (1,282,829)        (1,454,836)        (647,974)           (638,094)           (819,138)           (973,928)           (788,266)           (1,123,721)        (1,115,922)           
COMM: Rev Prior Month Accrual 9300.3706 (1,115,922)        (1,889,079)        (1,111,314)        (1,447,944)        (1,282,829)        (1,454,836)        (647,974)           (638,094)           (819,138)           (973,928)           (788,266)           (1,123,721)        (1,115,922)           
RES: Rec Current Month Accrual 9300.3704 1,889,079         1,111,314         1,447,944         1,282,829         1,454,836         647,974             638,094             819,138             973,928             788,266             1,123,721         992,133             992,133                
COMM: Rec Current Month Accrual 9300.3706 1,889,079         1,111,314         1,447,944         1,282,829         1,454,836         647,974             638,094             819,138             973,928             788,266             1,123,721         992,133             992,133                
Net Accrual Adjustment 1,546,313         (1,555,529)        673,259             (330,230)           344,014             (1,613,723)        (19,760)              362,087             309,580             (371,323)           670,910             (263,175)           (247,577)              

TOTAL BILLING REVENUE EARNED 5,240,872 4,855,800 5,174,854 4,461,933 4,165,186 4,094,243 4,669,490 4,577,265 4,347,029 4,376,537 4,788,722 5,463,729 56,215,661

BC HYDRO ‐ PURCHASE OF POWER
Billed Demand (kVA) 9300.6805 715,810             749,546             736,537             678,999             683,686             683,596             682,970             702,678             712,708             686,162             684,310             714,753             8,431,755            
Billed Energy (kWh) 9300.6805 2,337,813         2,412,714         2,000,463         2,075,739         1,792,965         1,810,482         1,935,029         1,983,745         1,930,447         1,802,340         2,170,782         2,284,015         24,536,533           2,998,767      
Reverse Prior Month Accrual 9300.6805 (508,937)           (527,043)           (210,817)           (506,852)           (367,298)           (426,944)           (332,544)           (451,379)           (447,737)           (352,421)           (429,052)           (380,679)           (508,937)              
Record Current Month Accrual 9300.6805 527,043             210,817             506,852             367,298             426,944             332,544             451,379             447,737             352,421             429,052             380,679             584,259             584,259                
TOTAL PURCHASE OF POWER 3,071,728         2,846,034         3,033,035         2,615,185         2,536,297         2,399,678         2,736,835         2,682,782         2,547,838         2,565,133         2,806,719         3,202,347         33,043,610          

GROSS MARGIN 2,169,144 2,009,766 2,141,819 1,846,749 1,628,889 1,694,566 1,932,654 1,894,484 1,799,191 1,811,404 1,982,003 2,261,382 23,172,051
GROSS MARGIN % 41% 41% 41% 41% 39% 41% 41% 41% 41% 41% 41% 41% 41%

PURCHASE OF POWER DETAILS
Demand (kVA)
Metered Peak Demand LLH 84,239 83,134 74,973 70,050 66,319 59,741 67,436 74,176 70,810 61,820 78,655 77,726
Metered Peak Demand HLH 85,898 89,905 87,910 73,440 76,097 71,768 77,645 81,577 65,349 71,903 75,872 82,830
50% Contract Demand 53,500 53,500 53,500 53,500 53,500 53,500 53,500 53,500 53,500 53,500 53,500 53,500
75% of Previous High Demand 79,782 79,782 79,293 79,293 79,293 79,293 79,293 79,293 79,293 79,293 79,293 79,293
Billing Demand 85,898 89,905 87,910 79,293 79,293 79,293 79,293 81,577 79,293 79,293 79,293 82,830

Energy (kWh)
Total Metered Energy 46,486,891 47,978,444 39,803,608 40,718,923 35,084,437       35,433,972 37,866,894 38,820,471 36,064,858 35,138,589 42,307,865 44,514,231
Billing Period Energy 46,486,891 47,978,444 39,803,608 40,718,923 35,084,437       35,433,972       37,866,894 38,820,471 36,064,858 35,138,589 42,307,865 44,514,231 480,219,183
Billed Period Energy ‐ % Change ‐10% 3% ‐17% 2% ‐14% 1% 7% 3% ‐7% ‐3% 20% 5%
Billed Demand Rate per kVA 8.3333 8.3371 8.3783 8.5632 8.6223 8.6211 8.6132 8.6137 8.9883 8.6535 8.6301 8.6292
Billed Energy Rate per kWh 0.05029 0.05029 0.05026 0.05098 0.05110 0.05109 0.05110 0.05110 0.05353 0.05129 0.05131 0.05131

INTERNAL ENERGY SALES
St Lights and Traf Signals 9300.3708 24,929 24,929 24,929 24,929 24,929 24,929 24,929 24,929 24,929 24,929 24,929 24,929 299,148                
Internal City Utility Charges 9300.3899 64,689 113,880 110,943 95,762 119,930             107,426             107,736             94,394 99,069 95,440 110,961 115,775 1,236,005
Climate Action Levy 9300.3710 126,156 218,925             153,743             163,603             152,302             194,907             160,742             143,928             137,675             162,314             140,609             174,686             1,929,592

Mean Temperature (Celsius) 5.4 4.2 7.4 8.5 19.1 16.2 19.0 18.4 19.3 10.7 9.6 7.0
Heating + Cooling Degree Days 391.0 387.2 319.3 274.6 100.1 63.6 41.2 50.1 84.5 226.3 330.0 341.0

GL RECONCILIATION
RES 28,942,413      
RES: Rec Current Month Accrual 992,133            
RES Subtotal 29,934,547          

COMM 25,288,981      
COMM: Rec Current Month Accrual 992,133            
COMM Subtotal 26,281,114          
TOTAL 56,215,661          
CHECK ‐                         
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