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Executive Summary

On May 5th, 2025, the Province of  BC and BC Hydro announced the 2025 Call for Power, the

second power call in recent years and a core element of  the Clean Power Action Plan, a joint plan

between BC Hydro and the Province to further economic growth while expanding access to made-in-

BC renewable power sources for the years ahead.

Given the need to respond to increased global economic uncertainty, the 2025 Call for Power is

following an accelerated timeline in short succession from the 2024 Call for Power. As such, the core

elements of  the 2024 Call for Power are foundational for this call, from the First Nations economic

participation model to the draft documents that form the basis of  the procurement. 

BC Hydro’s approach to reconciliation and upholding the principles of  the United Nations

Declaration on the Rights of  Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP) includes ensuring that First Nations are

active participants in — and beneficiaries of  — the clean energy transition. A key part of  this

commitment is the First Nations economic participation model, which remains the cornerstone of  the

2025 Call for Power. Developed in 2023–2024 through deep engagement with representatives from

99 First Nations and a wide range of  industry partners, the model was designed to deliver

meaningful economic opportunities and other community benefits to First Nations. For the 2025 Call,

we continued engagement on the existing model and made targeted adjustments to encourage

multi-Nation participation in individual projects — supporting broader access so that more Nations

can benefit. This collaborative work reflects our ongoing commitment to support building stronger,

more equitable partnerships with First Nations.

Engagement for the 2025 Call for Power was considerably shorter given the recency of  the 2024

Call and application of  the First Nations economic participation model and core materials. We

focused on identifying areas where the First Nations economic participation model could better meet

the needs of  First Nations, engaging and informing on the draft terms of  the specimen Electricity

Purchase Agreement (EPA) and Request for Proposals (RFP) documents, providing an overview of

the interconnections process, i.e., Competitive Electricity Acquisition Process, and delivering a

comprehensive session with independent power producers (IPPs)  on BC Hydro’s expectations

when consulting with First Nations.
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All the feedback received during the May to June 2025 engagement period was considered along

with the evolving economic drivers, other customer interests, regulatory considerations, and our

policy framework as we revised the terms and finalized draft documents. This report summarizes the

feedback we received during the May and June feedback sessions and how we have incorporated it

into the final 2025 Call for Power RFP process.

Background 

BC Hydro plans to acquire 5,000 gigawatt hours of  energy per year from the 2025 Call for Power,

from partnerships between First Nations and IPPs. These clean energy projects will provide enough

to power around 500,000 new homes. 

In 2024, BC Hydro awarded EPAs to ten new renewable energy projects; all of  these projects well

exceeded the minimum 25% equity ownership by First Nations. These nine wind and one solar

have First Nations equity ownership between 49% and 51%. 

Since then, the global economic environment has changed and there is considerably more economic

uncertainty. In response, the Province is prioritizing putting British Columbia’s clean energy

advantage to work with a focus on supporting current and future industries, enabling priority critical

projects, and creating stable, sustainable jobs across the province.

As noted, BC Hydro has responded to an urgent and evolving economic environment by accelerating

the timing of  the 2025 Call for Power. Knowing we very recently had undertaken a methodical and

broad engagement process to co-design core elements and seek feedback on key terms and draft

documents from First Nations and IPPs, and that we had received additional feedback through the

debrief  process with those who were unsuccessful and those who chose not to submit a final bid, we

focused on those areas where attention was needed.  

What We Did 
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Methods of Engagement

We focused on the means of  engagement with the broadest reach possible. Key terms of  the draft

RFP were put forward to support engagement, and input was accepted over a two-week period

through a feedback survey. We held four virtual informational sessions, two of  which were open to

IPPs and First Nations and two of  which were specifically for First Nations. We invited interested

parties, including past participants, to register for informational updates on the Call for Power

website at the time of  the announcement. Those who registered were then invited to participate in

an informational session. First Nations were invited to attend any of  the informational sessions held

in May and June.

Beyond the virtual sessions, First Nations were encouraged to request one-on-one meetings with

BC Hydro. Questions received during the virtual information sessions were posted to the chat

function and answered by a member of  the BC Hydro Call for Power or Indigenous Relations team

during the sessions. The summary notes from the joint IPP and First Nations engagement sessions

are provided in section 5 of  this report.

Participant Type 2025 sessions Number

First Nations governments/organizations
May 29

June 5
41

Individuals who represented a First Nation
government/organization

May 29

June 5
69

IPPs and First Nations representatives May 27 105

IPPs and First Nations representatives June 3 126

Participation by Numbers
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Call Schedule
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Timing Audience Engagement Objective

May – June
Informational
Sessions and
one-on-one
meetings

First Nations

To share information on the Call for Power and gather
further feedback on a wide range of  topics, including
the First Nations economic participation model, draft
terms for the EPA and RFP. 

A feedback survey was available from June 9th until
June 20 .th

May – June
Informational
Sessions

IPPs and

First Nations

To share information on the Call for Power and gather
further feedback on a wide range of  topics, including
the First Nations economic participation model, draft
terms for the EPA and RFP.

May – June
Informational
Sessions

IPPs and
First Nations

To provide an overview of  the Competitive Electricity
Acquisition Process (CEAP) for those planning to
submit an Interconnection Request for the CEAP and
subsequently a proposal in the 2025 Call for Power.

This document summarizes the feedback collected during the 3-month period that took place

between May and June 2025. For each of  the sessions listed below we notified our email distribution

list which was comprised of  those who subscribed for updates following the announcement of  the

Call for Power on May 5, 2025. From May 5 to June 2025, we sent notifications and invitations to

register for an information session. As of  July 1, 2025, our distribution lists consisted of  over 600

people and organizations.
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What We Heard 

First Nations Economic Participation Model
We sought feedback through a questionnaire and during our information sessions with both IPPs

and First Nations, and through First Nations only sessions.   

Request for Proposals (RFP) Key Terms, Forms and Schedules
When seeking feedback through our questionnaire following our information sessions, we focused

on the areas of  the RFP where we were considering making changes from the 2025 Call for Power.  

Electricity Purchase Agreement (EPA) Key Terms
Similar to the RFP, when seeking feedback through our questionnaire following our information

sessions, we focused on the areas of  the EPA where we were making changes from the 2025 Call

for Power, which included items such as the Right of  First Refusal (ROFR).    

New Items for the 2025 Call for Power

We introduced several new items for the 2025 Call that invited broader discussion. In both the

information session and the questionnaire, we sought feedback on these items: BC Hydro ROFR

(EPA. s. 14) which we addressed in the EPA section, in addition to a new Canadian Content

incentive.  

Discussion and Topics for Feedback

8What We Heard | Engagement ReportBC Hydro 2025 Call for Power



IPPs and First Nations
Over the course of  engagement, the following topics generated the most discussion and

interest across the various stakeholder groups and First Nations:

Strong support was received for maintaining the equity portion of  the First Nations economic

participation model in its current form, as it is well understood and broadly accepted by

participants. 

The importance of  the non-equity credit was emphasized, with suggestions to enhance its

effectiveness by allowing more time for parties to finalize their agreements and by increasing the

value of  the credit.

The overall timeline was seen as challenging, and likely to impact the ability for IPPs and First

Nations to build quality partnerships.  

The one major area of  concern was the less than two-week timeline between the receipt of  the

feasibility studies and the bid submission deadline, with IPPs noting the volume of  work to be

undertaken by the project developer during this brief  period. In the 2024, this timeline was six

weeks.

Regarding the addition of  a ROFR, concerns were raised that this provision will reduce project

value and increase the cost of  energy for the ratepayer.  

There was general support for the proposed Canadian content provision, though it was noted

that definitions, inclusions (e.g., labour), auditing/verification, and supply chain realities will need

to be taken into consideration.  

The elimination of  the pre-CEAP process to accommodate the accelerated timelines is likely to

reduce the opportunities for proponents to obtain adequate information on their projects and

necessitates that proponents build risk into the end price.

Consistent with the 2024 Call for Power, there were several requests for smaller projects to be

allowed to enable more First Nations to participate and an additional request for a carve-out.
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First Nations
The summary below reflects the key themes that emerged from the joint sessions with IPPs and

First Nations, the First Nations only information sessions, and in one-on-one meetings with First

Nations.

First Nations Economic Participation & Ownership
Strong desire for meaningful equity ownership in projects (including support for beyond 51%).

Need for flexible, inclusive models to enable multiple Nations to benefit and collaborate on

projects.

Desire for more control and collaboration, with First Nations leading projects rather than

developers coming first and the option for Nations to buy in later.

Non-Equity Benefits
Need to better define, communicate, and incentivize non-equity benefits.

Challenges with Nations understanding or negotiating these benefits with IPPs.

Concerns Around Timelines & Capacity
Tight and aggressive deadlines for proposals are a barrier for meaningful engagement and

preparation.

Importance of  addressing capacity gaps for First Nations particularly related to technical, legal,

and financial capacity to evaluate proposals or fully participate.

Calls for education, support, and guidance from First Nations Energy and Mining Council/Clean

Energy Association of  BC, and government to build technical, legal and financial capacity for

First Nations.
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Consultation & Environmental Stewardship
Emphasis on respecting traditional land use plans, Indigenous rights, environmental impacts

including contribution to cumulative effects, and cultural protocols.

Proponents expected to honour land stewardship, consult thoroughly, and work collaboratively

with affected Nations.

Concerns that Bills 14/15 may conflict with UNDRIP, affecting consent and consultation

processes.

Bid Evaluation Transparency & Incentives
Desire for clearer transparency on how adders, credits, and bid adjustments work in evaluation.

Suggestions for more nuanced, graded credits based on economic benefits and participation

level.

Request for improved bid debriefs and increased transparency around bid evaluations to better

understand competitiveness and outcomes using examples.

Collaboration and Communication Among Stakeholders
Need for better communication between First Nations, IPPs, and government on impacts and

benefits. Sharing best practices among First Nations and partners to improve project outcomes.

What We Did with What We Heard

As noted in Section 3, we received feedback on the following four areas: 

First Nations economic participation model

RFP Key Terms, Forms and Schedules

EPA Key Terms

New Items for the 2025 Call for Power

We have summarized the feedback received in the tables below, noting where we received feedback

and the changes we made in response to this feedback. 
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Call Design
Features

BC Hydro’s Initial
Positions
May 2025

Feedback
received from

IPPs, First
Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

First Nations
economic
participation
model

This model has three parts:

Minimum 25% First

Nations Equity is

required in all projects as

an eligibility criteria

Evaluation Credit A

proposal will receive an

evaluation credit of  up to

$4/MWh in the evaluation

for additional First

Nations equity ownership

beyond the 25%

minimum eligibility

requirement, up to 51%.

Evaluation Credit An

additional $1/MWh

evaluation credit will be

applied for projects that

include a letter attesting

that benefits are provided

to a non-equity holding

First Nation(s) is whose

territory the project is

located. 

The majority of

respondents

supported

continuation of  the

equity portion of

model as- is

because it is well

accepted in its

current state. 

The non-equity

credit is very

important and can

be improved by

giving the parties

more time to finalize

their agreements

and by increasing

the value of  the

credit.

A penalty should be

introduced so that

IPPs aren’t tempted

to cut corners or

water down their

commitment once

the project is

operational.

The equity requirement and

evaluation credit remain the

same as 2024 Call and

what was put forward in the

draft 2025 Call RFP.

The following adjustments

to the non-equity benefit

credit were made:

The credit was

renamed to: First

Nations Community

Economic Benefits

Credit 

Full agreement with

First Nations not

required until

Commercial Operation

Date. At proposal

stage, a term sheet,

Memorandum of

Understanding, or

similar agreement is

required but only a

signed attestation by

the First Nations is

needed with the

proposal. 

First Nations Economic Participation Model 
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Call Design
Features

BC Hydro’s Initial
Positions
May 2025

Feedback
received from

IPPs, First
Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

First Nations
economic
participation
model

The maximum credit

amount is increased to

$2/MWh ($1 per First

Nation with a term

sheet or Memorandum

of Understanding in

place).

 

Reduction of  an equal

amount applied to the

Energy Price in the EPA

if  confirmation of

agreement is not

provided at Commercial

Operation Date. EPA if

confirmation of

agreement not provided

at Commercial

Operating Date (COD).
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Call Design
Features

BC Hydro’s Initial
Positions
May 2025

Feedback
received from

IPPs, First
Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

Point of
Interconnection 

Consistent with the 2024

Call for Power, indirect

connection will be

allowed; excluding

indirect connections

through systems owned

by other utilities. 

Clarity was

requested as to

whether an

interconnection

through a third party

without an existing

Interconnection

Agreement would

be allowed.

We revised the wording in

the RFP to include projects

with an indirect

interconnection, where a

third party is expected to

sign an Interconnection

Agreement.

Commercial
Operation Date
(COD) 

The Guaranteed COD in

the bid submission must

not be any earlier than 1

year prior to the in-service

date provided by the

Competitive Electricity

Acquisition Process

Interconnection Request

(CEAP IR) Feasibility

Study.

Projects must meet COD

by October 1, 2033

A project cannot

have a COD 

prior to the in-

service date as

provided in the

CEAP IR

Feasibility Study.

None.

We amended the RFP to

have in-service date

aligned with the time frame

provided in the Feasibility

Study. (A Guaranteed COD

must not be earlier than the

earliest in-service date in

an Interconnection

Feasibility Study)

No change.

RFP Key Terms, Forms and Schedules
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Call Design
Features

BC Hydro’s Initial
Positions
May 2025

Feedback
received from

IPPs, First
Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

Bid Security Proponent provides Bid

Security of  $25,000 per

MW of  Plant Capacity at

time of  bid submission.

Bid Security will be

forfeited if  the IPP is

awarded an EPA but fails

to sign the EPA, or IPP

withdraws after set last

date for withdrawal (10

business days after RFP

Closing date).

Upon signing EPA, Bid

Security is amended with

Performance Security. For

unsuccessful bids, Bid

Security is returned.

Request that BC

Hydro delay the

requirement of  bid

security until project

proposal shortlisting

stage to account for

ongoing shifts in

market dynamics. 

Bid security is required at

RFP closing as part of  the

bid submission. No change.

EPA Execution
Time

A Preferred Proponent’s 

Proposal must be

executed no later than 10

Business Days after the

EPA is forwarded to the

Preferred Proponent

More time to

execute an EPA

would be

appreciated, as

finalizing long-term

agreements such as

the EPA often

involves multiple

layers of  review. 

BC Hydro extended the

execution deadline from 10

Business Days to 15

Business Days.

RFP Key Terms, Forms and Schedules
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Call Design
Features

BC Hydro’s Initial
Positions
May 2025

Feedback received
from IPPs, First

Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

Feasibility
Study Delivery
& RFP Closing
Date

Delivery date of

completed

Interconnection

Feasibility Studies

proposed to be

November 19, 2025,

and RFP Closing Date

10 days after

(December 1, 2025).

The majority of those

providing in session

feedback on this and

those that responded to

the feedback form

noted that the timelines

for the RFP are too

short given the nature

of work required. The

specific concern was

the less than two-week

timeline between their

receipt of feasibility

studies and RFP close.

Both IPPs & First

Nations noting the

volume of work to be

undertaken by the

project developer

during this brief period.

BC Hydro has extended the

RFP close date to January

5, 2026.

RFP Key Terms, Forms and Schedules
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Call Design
Features

BC Hydro’s Initial
Positions
May 2025

Feedback received
from IPPs, First

Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

Early COD
Incentives 

Provide bonus for

achievement of  COD

between the Fall of  2029

and Fall of  2031: 

+$5/MWh between

Fall 2029 to Fall 2030

+$2/MWh between

Fall 2029 to Fall 2031

Clarity was requested

as to whether the

bonuses are additive. 

The bonus is additive

and BC Hydro will

provide a Question and

Answer to clarify. No

change in EPA wording.

Delay in
Network
Upgrades or
Permitting
Delays

The rights and obligations

for BC Hydro as a buyer

and transmission provider

are distinct and separate

under the EPA. BC

Hydro’s obligation to

deliver interconnection

network upgrade is

prescribed under the

Standard Generator

Interconnection

Agreement.

 

No Force Majeure for

permitting delays.

Recommendation to

carve out delays

attributable to BC

Hydro or third parties

— such as

interconnection

timelines or permitting

authorities — from LD

applicability via day-

for-day extensions to

Seller’s COD to ensure

Seller is not penalized

for factors beyond its

control.

If BC Hydro is solely

responsible for the

interconnection delay,

the Guaranteed

Commercial Operation

Date is extended for the

delay caused by BC

Hydro (to a maximum of

2 years). Late

Commercial Operation

Date Liquidated

Damages are applicable

if the project is delayed

beyond the extended

Guaranteed

Commercial Operation

Date.
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Call Design
Features

BC Hydro’s Initial
Positions
May 2025

Feedback received
from IPPs, First

Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

Deemed Energy
(Turn-Down
Period and BC
Hydro System
Constraint)

BC Hydro has right to

curtail generation and,

subject to certain

limitations, will pay for

the energy that could

have been generated

(net of  avoided costs).

If  curtailment is due to a

BC Hydro system

constraint, payment is

only after the first 24

hours in the aggregate

in the month BC Hydro

system constraint

§7.10 provides

excessive obligations

on Seller to receive

payments related

Buyer’s requested

curtailments. 

For example, 

7.10 (x)(B) requires

Seller to provide a

written attestation

related to the

parameters of the

curtailment. 

BC Hydro requires IPP to

confirm that the plant

would have been

operating or was capable

of operating during the

curtailment period.

Termination
Payment

A. Seller termination for

BC Hydro Default:

Before COD, BC

Hydro pays project

development costs

to date plus 15%

less net realizable

value of  project

assets;

After COD, an

amount equal to

Proponents requested

clearer language to

confirm that the

Seller’s liability in the

event of a pre-COD

termination is capped

at the posted

Performance Security.

Specific feedback

highlighted ambiguity

in the draft RFP.

BC Hydro considered the

feedback and made

adjustments to clarify

Section 16.5(b)(iv) refers

to termination prior to the

Commercial Operation

Date, and Section 16.5(b)

(v) refers to termination

on or after the

Commercial Operation

Date in the Specimen

EPA.
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Call Design
Features

BC Hydro’s Initial
Positions
May 2025

Feedback
received from

IPPs, First
Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

Termination
Payment

The positive amount,

if  any, by which

Seller’s Economic

Losses and Costs

exceed the

aggregate of  Seller’s

Gains (e.g. net cost

of  replacement

contract).

BC Hydro termination for

Seller Default:

Before COD, Seller

pays an amount

equal to

$60,000/MW

multiplied by the

plant capacity and

any interconnection

network upgrade

costs by BC Hydro.

After COD, an

amount equal to the

positive amount, if

any, by which BC

Hydro’s Economic 
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Call Design
Features

BC Hydro’s Initial
Positions
May 2025

Feedback received from
IPPs, First Nations, and

Stakeholders

Changes made
as a result of

feedback 

Termination
Payment

Losses and Costs

exceed the

aggregate of  BC

Hydro’s Gains

e.g., net cost of

replacement

contract and any

interconnection

network upgrade

costs.

First Nations
Community
Economic
Benefits
Agreement –
Reporting at
COD

First Nations and IPPs

expressed a need for more

time to negotiate the

agreements, because not

enough info is known at bid

submission to maximize the

potential of the agreements.

It was suggested by many

IPPs that a penalty should be

introduced so that IPPs aren’t

tempted to cut corners or

water down their commitment

once the project is operational.

At or prior to COD,

the Seller is to

provide a letter from

each Proposal First

Nation confirming

they have entered

into a First Nations

Community

Economic Benefits

Agreement. If not

provided, the energy

prices is reduced by

$1/MWh for each

letter not provided,

up to $2/MWh.

Electricity Purchase Agreement (EPA) Key Terms
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Item
BC Hydro’s Initial

Positions
May 2025

Feedback
received from

IPPs, First Nations,
and Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

Right of First
Refusal
(ROFR)

Includes sale of  project

assets and/or financial

interest in project (e.g.,

shares); 

Required for Seller/asset

transfers (in EPA) and

for existing and future

shareholder(s), including

First Nations (in

standalone

agreements);

Carve out for transfers

between initial owners

and First Nation

partners; Effective at

EPA execution and

continues over term.

Overall, IPPs and First

Nations provided

feedback that a ROFR

would limit market

opportunities and drive-

up bid pricing and we

had several requests to

remove the ROFR

entirely. 

Feedback related to

specific ROFR terms

included requests to

narrow the definition of

a non-compliant ROFR

and limit potential BC

Hydro remedies to

such conditions and to

change some of the

timelines by giving BC

Hydro less time to

review and close a

transaction and giving

the Seller more time to

complete a third party

transaction (if BC

Hydro does not

exercise its ROFR

right) before the ROFR

renews.

BC Hydro will maintain the

ROFR terms in the EPA to

preserve the objective of

having an option for public

ownership of these projects.

However, based on

feedback we have adjusted

several of the timelines to

align with typical market

timelines and past

experiences in purchasing of

projects. For example, the

length of exercise period

was shortened to 90 days,

and the length of time for

closing was shortened to 6

months with allowance for

extension for regulatory

requirements or by mutual

agreement.

New Items for the 2025 Call for Power
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Item
BC Hydro’s Initial

Positions
May 2025

Feedback received
from IPPs, First

Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

Counter-
tariff
Response

Majority of respondents

provided

recommendations on the

need for a Change in Law

clause to reflect the

uncertainty of the current

economic climate and

suggested to align with

IESO. One respondent

recommended a

framework that would

include a Change in Law

Adjustment, Tariff

Implementation

Protection, Regulatory

Review, and Termination

Right. 

We are exploring how we

might establish a risk

sharing mechanism that

provides an opportunity for

managing the potential

impact of high tariff counter

measures.

Canadian
Content
Incentive

To support economic

development in British

Columbia and Canada,

Schedule 3 of  the EPA

currently includes a non-

binding plan for

Canadian content.

Projects achieving at

least 12% Canadian

content would qualify for

a bonus starting at 

IPPs were supportive of a

voluntary, non-binding

Canadian content

incentive in the range of

10 – -30%. Expressed

concern regarding the

lack of domestic

manufacturing of primary

equipment. Suggested

including Indigenous

business content bonus in

addition to the Canadian

content.

Included bonus payment of

$0.10/MWh up to

$0.30/MWh in EPA where

Seller procures between

20% to 50+% of Canadian

origin goods and services

as a percent of total capital

expenditures. Provided a

clear definition of what

constitutes Canadian origin

goods and services.

New Items for the 2025 Call for Power
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Item
BC Hydro’s Initial

Positions
May 2025

Feedback received
from IPPs, First

Nations, and
Stakeholders

Changes made as a
result of feedback 

Canadian
Content
Incentive

$0.10/MWh, increasing

proportionally up to a

maximum of  $0.30/MWh

for projects reaching 30%

or more. A baseline of

10% Canadian content is

considered achievable

without incentives, and

the proposed structure is

intended to encourage

developers to exceed this

threshold.

New Items for the 2025 Call for Power
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Appendices
Appendix A: Informational Meetings May - June 2025

Meeting Informational Meeting on the 2025 Call for Power

Dates 

First Nations 
Thursday, May 29

Virtual workshop
Thursday, June 3

Virtual workshop

First Nations and IPPs
Tuesday, May 27

Virtual workshop
Tuesday, June 3

Virtual workshop 

BC Hydro 
Representatives 

Facilitator: 
Tracey MacLennan 

BC Hydro Presenters: 
Monique Stevenson 
Dina Matterson 
Alan Tan 
Ryanne Metcalf
Joanna Lam
Robert Pan
Sachie Morii 
Adam Tulloch: 

Note takers:
Elizabeth Iseli
Shona Greenway
Hugh Macdonald
Namita Prakash

Attendees 

May 29: 30 attendees representing First Nations
June 5: 30 attendees representing First Nations 
May 27: 105 attendees representing First Nations and IPPS
June 3: 126 attendees representing First Nations and IPPs

A copy of  the presentation is available on the Call for Power webpage.
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Appendices
Appendix B: Summary of Key Themes from Written Feedback

Dates Survey was open from June 12 to June 20, 2025  

Distribution Survey link emailed to 367 recipients

A link to an online survey was distributed to First Nations, IPPs and industry stakeholders to solicit

their feedback on the draft RFP and draft Specimen EPA.

 

Respondents to the feedback form were asked to review the draft Call documents and provide input

into several questions through an on-line feedback survey. BC Hydro committed to keeping individual

responses confidential but stated we would publish a summary. For clarity, the responses

summarized below are those of  survey participants and are not necessarily reflective of  BC Hydro’s

positions. We received 9 responses to the survey. 

Key Feedback Themes Feedback Summary

RFP, Forms and Schedules

Some First Nations also expressed a desire for even smaller projects

that would make it easier for First Nations to participate. 

The majority of  respondents stated that the timeline was too tight.

Some of  the examples cited included building relationships with First

Nations, which takes time, supply chain risks and permitting

uncertainty. 

The window of  time between the feasibility study being returned to

IPPs and the deadline for submission was seen as very lean and

challenging to deliver on.

 BC Hydro should consider extending the timeline for signatures of  the

EPA given the multiple parties that are typically involved.  
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Key Feedback Themes Feedback Summary

EPA

The capacity commitment could unfairly impact   some projects,

requests that BC Hydro revisit. 

The new ROFR clause was seen as problematic by most, with

feedback citing impacts to project financing and need to build risk into

electricity prices.  The timelines of  the ROFR clause were seen as too

lengthy.

First Nations Economic
Participation Model 

Feedback on the model was positive across all respondents. There

was general agreement that the model as developed in 2023 and 2024

is well developed, effective, and should remain an integral component

of  future power calls. It was cited as a critical component of  the

success of  the 2024 Call for Power.

The strength of  the model lies in it’s flexibility by sending the correct

signal to the market without being overly prescriptive. 

Given recent changes to the regulatory process, it would benefit First

Nations if  there are minimal changes to the current model so to

provide consistency and predictability to First Nations and IPPs as

they navigate changes in the regulatory environment. 

Canadian Content

General feedback was supportive of  the introduction of  a Canadian

Content incentive and believe it is important given the economic

environment. Supply chains are outside of  Canada at this time with a

handful of  exceptions, 

and requests were made to have the Canadian content provision apply

to labour. 

Other Feedback

Feedback on security was diverse as some felt that the bid security

was too high, and others felt it should be higher in order to ensure that

bidders were serious. 
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Key Feedback Themes Feedback Summary

Other Feedback

Several pieces of  feedback stated that the capacity credit was not

clear. Other comments inquired about whether wind or solar with

batteries would be considered for the capacity credit.

 

Some feedback stated that the $2 per MWh integration costs for wind

and solar should not be used in the evaluation. 

Feedback on security was diverse as some felt that the bid security

was too high, and others felt it should be higher in order to ensure that

bidders were serious. 
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Appendices

Appendix C: Summary notes from Engagement Sessions and
Informational Meetings   

Disclaimer: These informational meeting summary notes were prepared as a reasonable summary of
the essential content covered during the Call for Power Information Sessions but are not a
transcription. BC Hydro assumes no responsibility or liability for any errors or omissions in the herein
content and this information is provided  on an "as is" basis with no guarantees of  completeness or
accuracy.  

Summary notes related to the 2025 CEAP Workshops are not included in this document. For the most
current version, please refer to the BC Hydro website.

1) Is the equity participation a participation whereby the First Nation has to raise money

through independent equity sources such as the CIB to earn their 25% or more; or were most

of the interests the First Nation had in the last CFP paid through corporate operational cash

flow or in other words by rate payers?  

First Nations Economic Participation Model and Consultation Adequacy  

Response: The majority of  First Nations are expected to leverage the Canada Infrastructure Bank

(CIB) package  or other financing options available to them.  First Nations are free to choose any

lender that best suits their needs and circumstances. There is no funding from BC Hydro or

ratepayers supporting these projects. BC Hydro’s role is limited to purchasing power from the

projects. It’s up to each partnership to determine whether the IPP provides equity. BC Hydro is not

privy to the financial arrangements between First Nations and IPPs. We leave it to First Nations and

IPPs to make deals that work for them

2) Can the First Nation equity ownership requirement be met with the First Nation having

funds saved in a bank?

Response: This is possible. There were two loans with CIB as part of  the package. One was an

Indigenous equity loan. More information is available on the CIB website: https://cib-

bic.ca/en/indigenous-equity-initiative/. 
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3) Can you outline how the CIB funding package worked (was it an equity loan guarantee?  

Response: Parties must contact CIB for information and that BC Hydro is not privy to CIB funding

requirements. In 2024 Call, there were two loans CIB provided that were used, the Indigenous equity

loan being one of  them. More information is available on CIB website. Please contact them if  you

have questions. 

 

4) Did any of the projects receive grant funding? 

Response: We don't have insight into the project’s financing to that level of  detail. 

 

5) What I mean is was the First Nation 25% earned through cash flow created by the

proponent versus actually raising funds through the CIB, institutions, brokerages and other

brokerages etc.

 

Response: It is up to individuals to facilitate deals and negotiate partnerships, regardless of  whether

the IPP is providing a source of  equity through a bank institution or brokerage. BC Hydro doesn't

have insight into negotiations between IPPs and First Nations. In fact, we were told we shouldn't

have insight into this in order to allow IPPs and First Nations to make deals that work for them. As

far as we know, the CIB package was very attractive, and First Nation have full intention of

leveraging that package since it was made available.

6) Did any of the projects receive grant funding? Can you confirm if the CIB funding has

increased? 

Response: We are currently in discussions with CIB but have not confirmed their support for this Call

yet. 

 

7) If the First Nation equity ownership exceeds 51%, is there any credit beyond the 60 cents

per MWh? 

Response: While there is no restriction on First Nation equity ownership exceeding 51%, our credit

only goes to 51%, and this is to recognize the value of  the relationship between IPPs who have the

proven ability to build large clean energy infrastructure and First Nations. We encourage and

recognize proposals which exceed the required First Nations Equity Ownership minimum amount by

providing Equity Ownership in excess of  25% in aggregate to one or more Project First Nations (up
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to 51%). Proposals that provide a Committed Level of  First Nations Equity Ownership in excess of

25% will receive additional credit for evaluation purposes as follows: 

26% up to 49% receive a credit of  $0.125/MWh per additional percentage point; 

50% receive an additional credit of  $0.40/MWh; and 

51% receive an additional credit of  $0.60/MWh. 

For example, a Project that has 51% First Nations Equity Ownership will receive the full $4.00/MWh

adjuster.   

8) Would it be possible in a future Teams Call, to have an Indigenous community who has

been successful in previous calls for power share their experience? 

Response: That is great comment and absolutely what we're looking at. We are exploring the

possibility of  having First Nations Energy and Mining Council (FNEMC) host a workshop or

information session featuring experienced First Nation participants who can share their lessons

learned. 

 

9) Will the CIB package be released at the same time as the RFP? Understanding of this

opportunity early in the process will be beneficial for all potential partners.  

Response: We are currently in discussion with CIB regarding support of  the Call. However, the

timing of  their commitment remains uncertain. If  it is not in time for the RFP issuance, we will issue

an addendum to update the RFP which is a way to update the RFP after it’s issued. 

 

10) So all are on a level playing field, and we know what our competition is offering, can you

tell us how many proponents provided the First Nation 25+ ownership through operational

earn-in vs. raising the funds for their ownership through the market i.e. CIB etc. 

Response: BC Hydro is not able to answer that as we aren’t privy to those details. We expect the

CIB Indigenous equity loan package to be the option most First Nations leverage. 

 

11) Could you explain minimum requirement 25% out of total investment? 

Response: If  the project is funded with 80% debt and 20% equity, then the First Nation’s minimum

requirement is 25% of  that 20%. In real numbers, if  the total project cost is $100M, with $80M

funded by debt and $20M by equity, First Nation ownership would be at least $5M. 
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12) Is a First Nation participation that is contingent upon a band referendum approving the

First Nation participation considered to meet the equity participation requirement or is that

too uncertain to quality? 

Response: We require proof  of  equity participation via Form 4. The attestation must be signed by

First Nation leadership, whether that be Chief  and Council, or Hereditary Chief. A band referendum

isn’t required by BC Hydro. The intention behind this is to ensure that the project has obtained

community support signed off  by leadership, and it isn't solely supported by any one individual. 

 

13) It would be beneficial to have a list of IPP's looking to partner with First Nations. 

Response: That is a great and interesting point. There is a possibility that it could be obtained

through liaison with Clean Energy BC. Not all IPPs are necessarily members of  Clean Energy BC,

but they certainly have a large number of  members. 

 

14) Can you explain the rationale behind the $1 per megawatt-hour credit for ‘other’ economic

benefit for ownership as expressed in a letter, being significantly higher than 51% ownership

receiving 60 cents/MWh 

Response: For additional equity, each percentage point between 26-49% gets $0.12/MWh, with 50%

getting $0.40/MWh and 51% getting $0.60/MWh. The credit is additive so that projects with 51%

First Nations equity ownership get a total of  $4 per megawatt-hour credit.  

 

15) Why will BC Hydro not provide all proponents and First Nation information relating to per

cent of proponents bringing in First Nation as partners through operational earn-in vs.

equity? Reason, I am asking is this benefits mid-tier power producers who are producing vs.

others who are not and will help us understand what we are up against in the money raising

process and dealing with First Nation? 

Response: BC Hydro does not have that information and will not be providing it. We don't insert

ourselves in deals between IPPs and First Nations. We do know that the CIB Indigenous Equity

Partnership is attractive, and there are participating First Nations looking to leverage that offer. 

 

16) Understand commercial equity agreements with First Nation are proprietary, but some

non-proprietary general funding schemes info would still be beneficial. 

Response: We left it up to First Nations and IPPs to make whatever arrangement would work for

them. We stay out of  commercial arrangements, so we don't have information to share. 
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17) Has there been thought brought forward whereby the BC Government would create a fund

where both First Nation and proponents have equal access to funds. These funds could be

provided interest free until production. Faster builds would happen through this type of

financial configuration. 

Response: We are discussing financing needs with the Province and this question is probably best

posed to the Province. Clean Energy and Major Projects Office (CEMPO) has made themselves

available and may be able to answer questions on this: CEMPO@gov.bc.ca.

18) First Nation equity experience could be part of the First Nation/proponent info session  

Response: We’ll take note of  that and will make sure these components are considered as part of

the content. 

19) You mention a lot of land is on Crown Land, how will it unfold if the land is part of First

Nations unceded territory. Also, will the GST be waived if a project is on First Nations

unceded territory? 

This question was not addressed during the session. We have provided the response below for your

reference. 

Response: As an independent project, you may need to speak with a tax adviser regarding your

GST related question. Your questions emphasizes why consultation with First Nations is so

important. The proponent building a project must appropriately address the concerns of  impacted

First Nations. BC Hydro will not enter an EPA unless it considers consultation to be adequate.

Crown agencies will also require consultation for project permit applications.

20) To begin working the project, land searching and First Nation equity fund must be ready

before submission of RFP? Does BC hydro have a channel of contacts or resources to help a

proponent to prepare RFP or provide guide to work the process if experiencing problems? If

a proponent has a patent of renewable technology, can BC Hydro help to start the project?

What are incentives for a proponent to invest? 

Response: The First Nation equity piece needs to be established by the COD date to allow time to

work with a First Nations partner. CEBC is a great source of  information for IPPs seeking advice on

clean energy projects: https://cleanenergybc.org/.  

Energy must come from a proven technology. Refer to RFP document (see page 14) and specifically
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the proven technology section. Essentially, it must be readily available and in commercial use (not

demonstration only) and evidenced by three generation plants in commercial operation (not

necessarily owned by the IPP). There is a standard of  reliability that’s required and there are also

specs outlined in the draft Specimen EPA.

21) I think at the time of previous RFP, we did not have the Federal $5B Indigenous loan

guarantee program set up. It is supposed to be doubled by the new Admin. Would that

program cover wind energy/clean electricity projects in BC? Wonder how could that impact

the RFEOI? 

Response: Significant progress is being made to enhance Indigenous participation in infrastructure

projects. We are actively monitoring initiatives such as the Federal Indigenous Loan Guarantee

Program. 

RFP Overview and Eligibility Requirements 

22) I represent Prophet River First Nation; this is a small, isolated nation. Industrial activity is

located within the traditional lands which operate on gas generation as well as the Nation

community. The 5000 GWh/yr may be minimum power than the community and/or the oil and

gas industry requires at this time. What is the process for securing small IPP projects for the

more isolated nation communities that rely on fuel generation stations?

Response: 5000 GWh per year is our target for BC Hydro’s integrated system, and we have a

separate stream for non-integrated areas (NIA) who have their own system and are not connected to

the BC Hydro integrated system. The stream for non-integrated areas (NIA) is not related to our Call

for Power, but we can put you in touch with our NIA team if  that is of  interest.  

 

https://www.bchydro.com/work-with-us/selling-clean-energy/nia-community-renewables.html 

 

https://www.bchydro.com/work-with-us/selling-clean-energy/nia-community-renewables.html#FAQ

23) Energy output from a single resource type. So, no combining technologies in 1 bid? For

example, no solar + wind bids? Or solar + batteries? 
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This question was not addressed during the session. We have provided the response below for your

reference. 

Response: Eligibility requirements for the 2025 Call for Power are detailed in Section 2.2 of  the RFP.

An eligibility requirement, Clean or Renewable Resource, details that "the entire energy output from

the Project must be from a single resource type and must qualify as a Clean or Renewable

Resource." 

Clean or Renewable Resource, as defined in the RFP, which also references the Clean Energy Act,

means “biomass, biogas, geothermal heat, hydro, solar, ocean, wind or any other prescribed

resource." 

 

Batteries are energy storage and are not considered a generation resource. As such, a project

consisting of  solar or wind and batteries, would be considered as a single resource type, and is

eligible for the 2025 Call for Power. 

 

Note that if  a project has an Energy Source that is not hydro, wind, solar or biomass; or storage,

additional amendments may be required to the Specimen of  EPA and batteries must be charged by

generation from the Energy Source and cannot be charged using BC Hydro’s integrated system.

 24) Will we know the Network upgrade, line losses, and resources integration items prior to

submission?  

Response: Network upgrades will be available as part of  CEAP process, and a resource integration

adder will be available when we issue the RFP. Line losses will not be available until after the RFP

closing date due to the timing and schedule of  the Call.  

 

25) Would the resource integration cost vary across bids for a single resource (i.e. if all bids

are wind)?  

Response: Similar to the 2024 Call for Power, we are expecting it to be applied to wind and solar.  

 

26) Are there any changes to the TOD factor table from the 2024 Power Call? 

Response: There are no changes to the Time of  Delivery table from 2024 Call for Power.  
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27) As a point of clarification, is the minimum project size 50 MW? 

Response: As outlined in the RFP, the minimum project size is 40 MW. 

 

28) Just a more general question… for potential supplier/ technology partner, what

procurement model will be adopted for the projects? Will it involve public tendering by BC

Hydro or IPPs, or will it be managed through EPC contractors and consultants designated by

BC Hydro/ IPPs? Any there any windows/events for relevant suppliers to participate and

engage? 

Response: BC Hydro is the buyer of  the electricity. The IPP is responsible for the procurement

aspects of  these projects. BC Hydro would not get involved in the IPP’s procurement. 

  

 

29) Why is GHG/carbon-controlled clean coal exempt from consideration along with merchant

pumped storage hydro? 

Response: We are seeking clean and renewable energy through this Call for Power. Clean and

renewable energy is defined under the Clean Energy Act. That is what we are aligning to this Call. 

 

30) If BC Hydro will not assess determinations made by other Crown Agencies (example

permitting), do you have an estimate on how much time that saves everyone?  

Response: We have never assessed determinations made by other Crown agencies, so it won’t save

any time. There is extensive permitting after the EPA and that may take considerable time, possibly

year after the award of  an EPA. 

 

31) Considering the removal of a cap on project size, can projects with firm power potential

submit in this Call? Would they receive any priority over fully intermittent supply projects. i.e.

a 'run of river' project that has lake storage capacity and firm (winter) dispatch ability. Were

Network Upgrade Costs borne by BCH in the last Call? IPP only responsible for costs for T/L

up to substation.  

Response: As long as you meet the eligibility requirements of  the Call a proponent is certainly able

to put projects forward. Any capacity commitment is reflected in the evaluation phase as the credit in

the capacity commitment adjustment. Network Upgrade Costs to the Point of  Interconnection are
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borne by BC Hydro, which is the same as it was in the 2024 Call for Power. Because it is a cost that

BC Hydro will incur, we apply Network Upgrade Costs as an evaluation adder to the evaluation of

your project. The successful IPP or proponent must provide a security deposit for the network

upgrade work, and that cost would be borne by IPPs. 

32) We have an applicable clean energy project at the advanced feasibility and planning stage

(with First Nation support, and high likelihood of success), however, this project is between

18 and 20 MW. Can there be specific criteria for which a project can qualify that is below the

minimum threshold? Alternatively, is there, or can we expect, a separate PPA stream?

Response: The minimum project size for the 2025 Call is 40MW, the same as the 2024 Call for

Power, in order to realize economies to scale. There are many administrative costs to implementing

and administrating EPAs, therefore we are looking for projects that are at least 40 MW. The Province

of  BC is looking to developing a program for smaller projects through the Indigenous Clean Energy

Initiative - New Relationship Trust that may be of  interest. 

b. https://newrelationshiptrust.ca/indigenous-clean-energy-initiative-bcicei-request-for-information-rfi/  

 

33) Last call BC Hydro was secretive relating to whether it was going to be a wind, solar, run-

of-river. Will BC Hydro let everybody know if this call will be run-of-river, wind, solar or other

weighted call? 

Response: As per the eligibility criteria, this Call is open to clean and renewable energy. BC Hydro is

looking at projects that best meet system needs and requirements. We try to be clear in our

evaluation about which technical benefits would be good for BC Hydro, but it is up to the market to

provide proposals that suit our needs. BC Hydro is agnostic to resource type as long as it meets our

needs. 

 

34) When starting the project, a proponent requires to buy a land for the location site to set

up? an additional First Nation equity fund is saved in the bank? 

Response: Many projects are located on Crown Land require certain permissions and steps for

permitting and approval to use the land. We encourage you to visit the government website for more

information. 

 

35) Are only new projects eligible for EPAs, or would upgraded existing projects also qualify? 
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Response: Similar to the 2024 Call, we are accepting expansions to facilities as long as they are

new generators and meet eligibility requirements of  the RFP. 

35) Are only new projects eligible for EPAs, or would upgraded existing projects also qualify? 

Response: Similar to the 2024 Call, we are accepting expansions to facilities as long as they are

new generators and meet eligibility requirements of  the RFP. 

 

36) Does BC Hydro know which area(s) of the province they want to acquire power in this

call? 

Response: We are looking for projects all over B.C. as long as they connect to the integrated system

and don’t connect through a different utility. 

 

37) Which type of power generation will BC Hydro favour in the 2025 Call. Will it be run-of-

river or wind? 

Response: We will be speaking about the EPA later in the presentation and talk about preferences

with regard to the timing for when we need energy delivered to our system. Our parameters for this

Call are for clean or renewable power, but we don’t have express preference on which resource type

within that. 

 

38) Can BC Hydro help to find a land or a proponent need to apply from BC government? 

In terms of  pointing you in the direction of  the right resources, there are two options. The first option,

if  you are looking for info on Crown Land use policies and processes, go to province website

Ministry of  Water, Land and Resource Stewardship - Province of  British Columbia. As a second

option, Clean Energy BC may be a good resource for IPPs seeking interested First Nations for

partnerships. 

 

39) To meet the 45 MW requirement, can the "project" be on multiple parcels of land with

multiple connections? 

Response: The eligibility requirement is 40 MW minimum, and the project would need a single point

of  interconnection into our transmission system. There is more information available online through

the RFP documents regarding the eligibility requirements. 
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40) I don't think it was asked or addressed but just want to clarify, the proposal fee of $20k +

GST per proposal will or will not be returned if a proposal is rejected? 

Response: The proposal fee is non-refundable. 

 

41) Would BC Hydro consider a wind combined with BESS project to increase project

dependable capacity (not designated capacity) and if so, how would the dependable capacity

increase be evaluated appropriately, or would there be no benefit for a wind BESS

combination? Or, would this type of combination be better considered as part of the RFEOI

BC Hydro is working on for capacity projects?  

Response: There is not a separate evaluation credit for dependable capacity. We have a separate

process underway for capacity through an RFEOI. We will have information sessions on RFEOI –

watch the BC Hydro website on that. As part of  this Call, we are looking for single resource that

meets the clean energy definition, and a wind and battery project would meet that definition since

batteries are not considered generation.  

Participation in the 2025 Call for Power does not preclude proponents from taking part in the 2025

Request for Expressions of  Interest (RFEOI) for Capacity. Interested parties are advised that the

2025 Call for Power process and the 2025 RFEOI for Capacity are independent of  the other and

participation in one process will not be participation in the other process. 

 

42) Given that this is a new requirement, would BC Hydro accept labor as a Canadian

Content? 

Response: We are looking at how we can include goods and service in the definition of  Canadian

content. We are working on it to make sure it is specific and covers what you suggested in your

question. 

 

43) What is the rationale for the ROFR? It is very important for equity holders to be able to

sell their equity as part of the incentive to invest? 

Response: BC Hydro has a long-term interest in owning and operating generation resources. A

ROFR gives BC Hydro an option to buy all or part of  the asset or financial interest if  the planned

owners want to sell to someone else. We believe a ROFR is the right way to achieve this because it

would require the seller to want to sell, and to take steps to do so by going to market, before BC

Hydro’s rights come in. 

What We Heard | Engagement ReportBC Hydro 2025 Call for Power



39

44) To previous Canadian Content, is labour included in the ITC benefits? 

Response: We are still working on defining what we are considering Canadian content. We are in the

process of  determining our base line and how we measure it. Please stay tuned, we will have better

guidelines as we finetune the EPA. 

 

45) Would BC Hydro purchase 49% on a ROFR if another group such as First Nation owns

51%? 

Response: It is difficult to speculate on any transactions at this time. It depends on the terms of  the

transaction, the nature of  circumstances, and the situation at the time the opportunity arises. There

is no generic answer on whether BC Hydro would purchase 49% of  a 51% First Nations owned

project. A decision would be specific to the circumstances and facts at that time. 

 

46) Has BC Hydro considered that a ROFR is significantly restrictive to a potential buyer who

will spend up to $100,000 to find out that Hydro will purchase leaving the potential buyer high

and dry. No fair to the proponent? 

Response: We’ll take that as feedback. We encourage anyone with further comments to add it to the

feedback form we will be sending out. 

 

47) The proponent is exposed to both the posted security and the Sellers Termination Fee

should the project be terminated before GCOD and outside of a Force Majeure event. Is BC

Hydro considering removal of the Sellers Termination Fee and keep the termination penalty

capped to the value of the performance security? This is more in line with other similar

procurements across Canada.   

Response: The termination payment for the Seller is capped at the performance security prior to

COD. Once the project reaches COD, the performance security is returned to the Seller and the

termination payment is based on the cost of  a "replacement contract" to acquire the same amount

of  energy required under the contract. The termination payment post-COD is the same for the seller

and BC Hydro. 

 

48) Just to be clear, a BCH ROFR would be commercially unacceptable to proponents and

their investors, if BCH has the ability to diminish their ROI/profit by under bidding all other

bidders to purchase a project. Any ROFR must at minimum match the highest bid, with no

other reduction of price.
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Response: We will be sending out a feedback form at the end of  the week, as another opportunity to

share your feedback. BC Hydro is “matching” the terms of  the highest proposal that you would have.

There would be no impact to market value, it would be market value of  the time you are selling the

project. 

 

49) Imposing a ROFR would require a project bid into this call to be higher, simply because of

the lower value a project gets as a result of an underlying ROFR. That means BC Hydro would

be imposing this at the expense of the rate payer. Would the imposition of a ROFR require

BCUC clearance? 

Response: The ROFR would be a commercial requirement under an EPA. The Specimen EPA does

not require approval by the BCUC. However, any projects awarded an EPA through the Call would go

through the BCUC approval process.

50) Is the $60k payable by Letter of credit. I missed that. 

Response: Yes, the performance security is $60,000k per MW of  plant capacity and it is required in

the form of  letter of  credit 

 

51) Would BC Hydro consider a period of 90 days from EPA to put the LC up? 

Response: It is a strict requirement that the letter of  credit be required at the time of  signing of  the

EPA. We are not flexible on this. 

 

52) Would BC Hydro consider a reduction from $60k for smaller proponents? 

Response: This is a requirement based on the size of  the project, so there is no reduction available

for different types or different sizes of  entities.  

 

53) Does this include shares to a FN? Say if one would like to come in after project has an

EPA?  

Response: BC Hydro is still considering how the carve out would work under the EPA. However, the

guiding principle is to allow the developer to sell a proportion of  the shares to a Project First Nation.   
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54) What is the intention of this new option? It there any payment for this option? BC Hydro

expect to have the option for the term of the EPA? In my preliminary opinion, it hurts the

value of the equity of the owners. 

Response: BC Hydro would like the opportunity to purchase these projects if  the opportunity should

arise and we feel the ROFR is the best way to achieve this. The ROFR will apply over the term of  the

EPA and should BC Hydro choose to exercise the ROFR, BC Hydro would “match” the terms of  the

third-party offer including the price.  

 

55) What sort of verification process has been considered in order to confirm that expected

local spending actually occurred? Additionally, what consequences (if any) have been

considered to ensure that actual local spending is similar to the expected local spending as

proposed in the bid. Ex. meeting at least 85% of what was included in the proposal. 

Response: We are developing requirements for an audit of  Canadian content at the time of  COD,

but the exact process has not been finalized. We expect that the adder would only be paid if  we are

able to confirm the Canadian content that was proposed as outlined in the RFP through an audit. 

 

56) Please confirm that labor costs would be included in the Canadian content? Wind

projects are typically 50-70% turbine equipment costs.  

Response: We are working through both the requirements and our working definition of  Canadian

Content. Labour would be expected to be provided locally. We understand the importance of  a clear

and transparent definition and will ensure this is in place before we finalize anything.  

 

57) For BC Hydro to exercise this option, will this require BCUC approval? One will have to

contemplate the scenario if the option is exercises and BCUC rejects it.

This question was not addressed during the session. We have provided the response below for your

reference. 

Response: BC Hydro’s exercise of  the ROFR is likely to require BCUC approval. It is difficult to

speculate if  BCUC will reject or accept it, contingent on certain specified conditions. 

 

58. What is the minimum MWs for a ROFR? Will ROFR be included for all new MWs in BC? 

Response: The ROFR would cover substantially all the physical assets or any ownership shares in

the entity holding the project assets.  The ROFR is not defined by MW’s but defined by the physical

assets and shares holding the physical assets.    
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Response: The ROFR would cover substantially all the physical assets or any ownership shares in

the entity holding the project assets. The ROFR is not defined by MW’s but defined by the physical

assets and shares holding the physical assets.

59) Does the local content have to be claimed in the bid? Can it change from Bid submission

to COD? 

This question was not addressed during the session. We have provided the response below for your

reference. 

Response: BC Hydro plans to ask proponents to provide a brief, non-binding plan to identify steps for

including Canadian goods and services in development of  the Project as part of  Schedule 3 of  the

RFP. BC Hydro plans to then request a confirmation of  the level of  Canadian goods and services

achieved at COD, with documentation, and retaining rights to audit that information before any bonus

payments are made. 

 

60) Would this ROFR serve as a development-transfer as opposed to a PPA/EPA? 

Response: The ROFR is a term under the EPA. BC Hydro cannot speculate on whether it would

exercise the ROFR prior to COD. It would depend on the specific circumstances at the time the third

party offer or opportunity arises.  

 

61) What is the rationale for the 180 days for the ROFR to be open from notice to a 3rd party? 

Response: We envision that these transactions will be complex and will require detailed review,

including assessing the regulatory requirements. As a result, we expect timing to be t longer than the

time required for a simpler ROFR. 

 

62) If provided in the bid, would any rated criteria be considered for the Local Content or just

the additional payment post-COD? 

Response: Criteria for assessing Local Content is currently under development. 

 

63) Has BCH considered the fact that a ROFR can deter potential buyers of ownership

interests from considering making an offer. 

Response: BC Hydro is matching the commercial terms so will not impact the sale price to the Seller.

BC Hydro cannot speculate on the interest of  potential buyers including their intent to make an offer

with or without a ROFR requirement. 
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Response: The ROFR would cover substantially all the physical assets or any ownership shares in

the entity holding the project assets.  The ROFR is not defined by MW’s but defined by the physical

assets and shares holding the physical assets.

59) Does the local content have to be claimed in the bid? Can it change from Bid submission

to COD? 

This question was not addressed during the session. We have provided the response below for your

reference. 

Response: BC Hydro plans to ask proponents to provide a brief, non-binding plan to identify steps for

including Canadian goods and services in development of  the Project as part of  Schedule 3 of  the

RFP. BC Hydro plans to then request a confirmation of  the level of  Canadian goods and services

achieved at COD, with documentation, and retaining rights to audit that information before any bonus

payments are made. 

 

60) Would this ROFR serve as a development-transfer as opposed to a PPA/EPA? 

Response: The ROFR is a term under the EPA. BC Hydro cannot speculate on whether it would

exercise the ROFR prior to COD. It would depend on the specific circumstances at the time the third

party offer or opportunity arises.  

 

61) What is the rationale for the 180 days for the ROFR to be open from notice to a 3rd party? 

Response: We envision that these transactions will be complex and will require detailed review,

including assessing the regulatory requirements. As a result, we expect timing to be t longer than the

time required for a simpler ROFR. 

 

62) If provided in the bid, would any rated criteria be considered for the Local Content or just

the additional payment post-COD? 

Response: Criteria for assessing Local Content is currently under development. 

 

63) Has BCH considered the fact that a ROFR can deter potential buyers of ownership

interests from considering making an offer. 

Response: BC Hydro is matching the commercial terms so will not impact the sale price to the Seller.

BC Hydro cannot speculate on the interest of  potential buyers including their intent to make an offer

with or without a ROFR requirement. 
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64) How is Canadian / Local content defined? 

Response: We are looking at how we can include goods and service in the definition of  Canadian

content. There is some work to do to further define that. If  anyone has any suggestions or feedback,

please share with us by the Feedback form we have posted on the Call for Power website. 

 

 

65) Will BCH consider matching terms for pre-COD projects?  

Response: BC Hydro cannot speculate on whether it would exercise the ROFR prior to COD. It

would depend on the specific circumstances at the time the third-party offer, or opportunity arises.  

 

66) Recently the Premier and Energy Minister have frequently pointed to expected large new

industrial electricity loads in north-western BC (i.e. mines and LNG) to justify the size and

timing of the 2025 Call In the 2024 Call the CIFT and transmission losses were based on a

project's proximity to the load centre in south-west BC. Given the large new loads expected in

NW BC, will BC Hydro consider changing the values for CIFT and transmission losses if

projects are located close to very large new industrial loads? 

Response: Our load centre is not changing and therefore the CIFT adjuster will remain the same. 

 

 

67) If the bid response specifies a GCOD date after 2030 but later changes it to 2029 after EPA

signing would the incentives be available? 

Response: The parties would need to agree to amend the GCOD date, such agreement may or may

not include eligibility for the early COD incentives which the proponent did not qualify for under the

proposal.  

 

68) If the IPP and BC Hydro agreed to an earlier GCOD after the original signing...would there

be the incentive paid? 

Response: It would depend on the nature of  the agreement. If  both parties agreed to amend the

GCOD, then it is our assumption that the incentives would be payable if  both parties had come to a

commercial settlement on terms which meet their requirements after the fact. 

 

69) Is there a "Take or Pay" provision if the system is fully operational? 
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Response: There are specific requirements and certain conditions where BC Hydro would pay

deemed energy such as when the project is operating or capable of  operating, but BC Hydro is

unable to receive due to a System Constraint. There is no Take or Pay provision.

70) The current RFP posted on the website does not appear to address two important

considerations: liquidated damages and the ROFR. Given the significance of these

provisions in shaping both risk allocation and future engagement opportunities, could you

advise whether an updated version of the RFP will be issued to include them? If not, would

you be able to clarify how these matters are intended to be handled within the procurement

framework or subsequent contractual phases? 

Response: Liquidated damages are the same as the 2024 Call for Power and can be found in the

Specimen EPA (now posted online) and are also covered in slide 37 of  the Information Sessions

PPT Presentation, also posted online. We don’t have the language for the ROFR for the for the EPA

yet, but it will be forthcoming between now and when the comment period closes. If  you have any

early comments on that concept, please share with us. 

Transmission System Information 

71) So, would a project be more favorably evaluated if it was nearer to one of the "Cut-

Planes”? 

Response: If  a project is located at the downstream of  the cut-planes, there may have some benefit

for the project. If  the project is located close to the Lower Mainland and Victoria Island, it would be

more favourable as described in the Transmission System Information document. Please note that a

cut-plane is a planning concept and cannot be physically located in accuracy.  

 

72) Where is the high-level capacity assessment located? 

Response: It will be included in the Transmission System Information document posted later this

week or next week. We will notify participants once it’s posted and provide a link. The document is

now available on the BC hydro website at Transmission System Info for the 2025 call. 

 

73) What other information beyond what was provided for the 2024 call will BC Hydro provide

regarding interconnection with substations (outside of the pre-CEAP process)? 
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Response: As part of  the Transmission System Information we will be providing, there will be

indicative information regarding available capacity at existing BC Hydro stations. This information will

give you an indication of  existing BC Hydro substations and how easy it is to extend a line. The

document is now available through BC Hydro’s 2025 Call for Power website. 

 

74) Are we able to confirm our understanding of the not possible to possible interconnection

with BC Hydro? 

Response: Yes, please contact CEAP2025@bchydro.com if  needed. In the transmission system

information document, there are descriptions to explain the not possible to possible interconnection

assessments. Certain upgrades can be expected to the regional system to accommodate a new

generator interconnection and will be identified in the CEAP feasibility studies.  

 

75) Is the map showing cut-planes publicly available? 

Response: Yes – the presentation slides have now been posted on the Call for Power website.   

 

76) Is there a preferred geographic area that this RFP addresses within BC given the

interconnect ability spectrum? 

Response: Our load centre is in the Lower Mainland and the southern portion of  Vancouver Island.

Any resources to be added in this area would generally result in lower upgrades and lower

transmission losses and are preferred. This message is indicated in the Transmission System

Information document posted on the Call for Power website.  

 

77) Will the cut plane upgrade costs be allocated to interconnection costs of specific

projects? 

Response: We will cover this more in the interconnection portion of  the presentation. We don’t have

a cost associated with specific cut planes, but we do have the CIFT adjuster which is based on the

areas of  the province where bulk system upgrades would be triggered (i.e. Lower Mainland and

Vancouver Island).  

 

78) Are there more upgrades being planned for these areas? 

Response: The Transmission System Information document includes the planned upgrades in the

thermal capacity assessments. BC Hydro’s Capital Plan may include future areas for additional

upgrades. Proponents are advised to check the BC Hydro Capital Plan information update.  
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79) Can you comment on the need for firm power in the context of transmission planning?

Referring to the RFEOI 

Response: The RFP is looking for energy. There is no linkage here that would impact proposals.

Regarding the RFEOI for Capacity, that will be included in the upcoming RFEOI information session.   

 

80) What would constitute an 'indirect' POI? (slide 55) 

Response: Indirect interconnection is when a proposed generating facility connects through a point

of  interconnection which is a third-party owned asset (e.g. load customers that are connected to the

system). This injects power through that asset to the POI to the BCH transmission system. 

 

Interconnections 

81) In 2024, many interconnection costs were estimated by BC hydro to be much more above

a market rate/unrealistic amounts. Will there be any means of engaging with BCH

Interconnection team to discuss realistic options?  

Response: We received similar feedback from other proponents who participated in 2024 Call for

Power. The Transmission System Information that we will provide will indicate the best place to

connect and where there might be capacity. The other option is to submit multiple interconnection

requests to determine the best place to connect, and if  you want to gauge which connection will

trigger high upgrade costs. The CEAP process is a competitive process so we cannot engage one

on one with proponents. BC Hydro uses standardized assumptions that apply to all requests so

there is equal footing for all proponents in terms of  costs. Later in the interconnection process when

we look closer at the design and technical options, there may be opportunities to reduce cost, but

these opportunities come during the later stages of  the process.

82) I may have missed this - will there be a similar pre-CEAP assessment like there was ahead

of the 2024 CFP? 

Response: There will not be a pre-CEAP evaluation for the 2025 Call for Power due to tight

timelines, but we will provide the transmission system information. If  different interconnection.  
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83) What other information beyond what was provided for the 2024 call will BC Hydro provide

regarding interconnection with substations (outside of the pre-CEAP process)? 

Response: Besides the Transmission System Information and submitting multiple interconnection

requests, we don’t provide further options. As a part of  the Transmission System Information, we

updated the information on line position availability at the existing BC Hydro substations. We also

plan to share the information on the proposed new switching stations that were triggered by the

2024 Call for Power projects prior to the CEAP being opened. 

84) Would BC Hydro consider purchasing power and upgrading the grid from the Telegraph

Creek to Stewart area in support of the mining industry?   

Response: To be eligible for the 2025 Call for Power you must be able to connect into the integrated

transmission system. Additionally, it is the responsibility of  proponents to construction transmission

lines to the Point of  Interconnection on the BC Hydro system. Telegraph Creek is part of  our

integrated system and. BC Hydro will not extend transmission lines to get to your site. As long as you

can bring the line to get to our existing integrated system, your project is still eligible. 

 

85) Would BC Hydro consider joint participation with BC Government on a line from say

around Telegraph Creek to interconnect at Stewart of Hydro's closest connection point. In JV

participation with First Nation? 

Response: This is outside the scope of  the 2025 Call for Power. It’s not permitted from Open Access

Transmission Tariff  (OATT) perspective. It is the proponent's responsibility to bring the line to

connect to the BC Hydro system. During the duration of  the 2025 Call for Power, with reference to

planned system upgrades, there are no planned lines to the Telegraph Creek area. 

 

86. How will the interaction between BC Hydro and a proponent work without a pre-CEAP? 

Response: Unfortunately, there is no pre-CEAP available due to the timeline for the 2025 Call for

Power. CEAP participants are allowed to submit multiple requests if  there are several options

discussed from a proponent or IPP's side. We encourage that to be submitted. 

 

87) It was mentioned that new generators could possibly be interconnected to a new

switching station built for successful 2024 projects. How could this be articulated in an

interconnection request knowing that the infrastructure doesn't currently exist? 
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Response: Stay tuned, we will provide information prior to CEAP being launched,5 but if  you already

know which project and which line, you can send us an email at CEAP2025@BCHydro.com, and we

will provide information. 

 

88) Is there a reasonable range for which proponents can expect the actual cost of the

feasibility studies to land at? 

Response: The feasibility studies and deposit are $30,000 plus GST. In 2024, we generally found

feasibility studies above and below that line, the amount depends on interconnection request

specifics, but it is roughly in the range of  $25,000 to $45,000 plus GST. 

 

89) A considerable amount of work is required to prepare a CEAP IR. Without some

information on what is possible for interconnection (e.g. the 2024 pre-CEAP process), how

can a proponent produce CEAP IRs without wasting money in preparing one only to find out

interconnection isn't possible? 

Response: We understand your concerns. We are not able to provide a pre-CEAP opportunity due to

limited time that we have for this Call. The transmission system information does provide system

information in terms of  capacity and transmission and substation connections, so that is the

available information for proponents. 

 

90) What will be the deliverable of the CEAP IR Pre-submission date? When? 

Response: This will be covered as part of  the interconnection session later today.  

 

91) Is there a link to this high-level assessment prepared? (slide 47) 

Response: This information is available through the Transmission System Information document

now posted on the 2025 Call for Power website. 

 

92) Is BCH going to do cluster studies and identify the upgrades based on the projects

happening at the same time? How are the transmission upgrades identified for projects that

are in the same area? 

Response: CEAP Interconnection Requests are reviewed independently, assigned the same queue

position, and are studied without including impacts from other Interconnection Requests with the

same queue position. After the Feasibility Studies are completed and delivered to CEAP 
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Participants, BCH will conduct optional studies; these optional studies are BC Hydro internal

assessments and may include high-level cluster studies to support the 2025 Call for Power RFP

evaluation.

 

93) If an IR is submitted earlier during the optional enrollment window, is there a possibility

to receive an earlier response from BCH? 

Response: If  an Interconnection Request is submitted earlier, BCH will review and respond with

identified deficiencies within five business days. We encourage CEAP Participants to submit early

however early submissions will not have any effect on queue position.  

 

94) Will there be a similar pre-CEAP information request like 2024? 

Response: There will not be a pre-CEAP evaluation for the 2025 Call for Power due to tight

timelines, but we will provide the transmission system information. If  different interconnection

options or MW levels are being considered, this can be considered by submitting multiple CEAP IRs

for evaluation. 

95) What are the terms around the 30k deposit? i.e. can the application be withdrawn, and the

deposit returned in full?

Response: If  a CEAP IR is valid, received by the deadline, and the Feasibility Study Agreement is

executed, the deposit will be used to fund the Feasibility Study and the actual costs difference will be

billed/refunded to the CEAP Participant; $15,000 of  the deposit is non-refundable with a valid IR. If

data deficiencies are not cured and/or a Feasibility Study Agreement is signed by the deadline (Oct

2, 2025 at 17:00), the Interconnection Request will be deemed withdrawn, and the deposits will be

refunded. 

  

96) In 2024, BCH originally had the Bid date 2 weeks after Interconnection study results were

shared with proponents but then extended it by 6 weeks - do you anticipate that happening

again? Late November interconnection results and Dec 1 bid date is very tight. 

Response: We recognize this is a tight timeline however, our intent is to award EPAs in early 2026.

The current schedule allows for a 10-day period between when we anticipate the Feasibility studies

will be ready and when the RFP closes. We welcome feedback via the feedback form before June

20th.  
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97) When will an existing (or future) interconnection request/queue position have to be

withdrawn in order to participation in this CEAP? 

Response: If  an Interconnection Request remains in the queue and the same project is submitted as

part of  the CEAP, the contribution to required Network Upgrades will be double counted. We

recommend determining which interconnection process is best for your project before Oct 2 (when

the 2025 CFP enters the queue) and actioning accordingly. 

 

98) Does BC Hydro provide detailed engineering specifications for the inverter technology

used in grid interconnections? Specifically, we are looking for documentation that outlines

acceptable performance standards, communication protocols, grid compliance criteria (e.g.,

voltage and frequency response) features. We would greatly appreciate being directed to the

appropriate resources. 

Response: BC Hydro does not provide detailed engineering specifications. The functional

requirements needed to achieve the system performance are stated in the Technical Interconnection

Requirements.  

 

99) If an IR is submitted prior to Sept 2, can it be edited or changed at all prior to September

2? 

Response: The 2025 Call for Power’s CEAP Pre-Submission IR date is Sept 2 at 17:00 Pacific Time;

we recommend that IR pre-submissions are not made at the last minute. If  a CEAP Proponent pre-

submits early and there are no deficiencies, the CEAP IR becomes valid, and changes are not

permitted. If  there are deficiencies, the CEAP IR does not become valid until deficiencies are

addressed, which may involve some limited changes to address specific deficiencies. 

Communications, website, and miscellaneous 

100) If the RFP and CEAP are distinct, does that mean the "BC Hydro Sourcing Extranet"

platform will only be used for the RFP; and a different platform/ email for CEAP.

Response: Yes, there will be a different website / CEAP specific email for all CEAP participants.

Adam will present in the later slide. Please send any CEAP specific / interconnection specific

questions to CEAP email as much as you can. Although we try to coordinate with the RFP team, you

will get a faster response if  you send them to CEAP email: ceap2025@bchydro.com 
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101) Do we register for the CEAP workshop via the CEAP email? 

Response: We will post on the website. Further communication options are in progress.   

102) Are all the presentations going to be share with the participants for further review? 

Response: Yes, we will be posting the presentation slide deck on our Call for Power website after our

identical session next Tuesday. (*Presentation slides have now been posted on the Call for Power

website).  

 

103) Was BC Hydro happy with the prices per MWh from the 2024 Call– were they within your

expectations?  

Response: Yes, you can find the average price information in the BCUC filing:

https://docs.bcuc.com/documents/proceedings/2025/doc_80253_b-1-bch-call-for-power-epas-

application-public.pdf   

 

104) The proposed deadlines are very aggressive. What flexibility exists for extensions? 

Response: We agree that the timelines are aggressive, but they reflect the urgency of  our current

situation—to strengthen the economy and address climate change. While we welcome feedback on

the schedule, we want to be transparent that there is no flexibility once the RFP is released. 

PLEASE NOTE: 
The RFP and Specimen EPA as issued on July 28, 2025 represents the final version of

these documents. If  there are any discrepancies between the information contained in this
2025 Call for Power Engagement Summary and the RFP Specimen EPA as issued on July

28, 2025 the documents as issued on July 28, 2025 shall prevail.  
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