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029 In Docket UE-001734 testimony concerning permanent disconnection, did the

Company provide any operational reasons necessitating or supporting facility
removal, other than circumstances in which PacifiCorp or remaining customers

would be required to absorb removal costs? If yes, please explain the basis or

methodology to calculate the costs to the remaining customers.

RESPONSE: Objection - this reque d
Tnñ?mffinjs- pubiicly available añd the
testimony speaks for itself. Subject to
Clemeniteitifi ed and provided-certain operational reasons requiring and supporting
facilities removal. Forèxample, Mr. Clemens testified that Pacific Power should not
have to absorb the removal ðosts and remaining customers should not be responsible
for bearing the costs of including an arìnual net removal expense in rates as a matter
of sound régulatory policy. The costs to individual remaining customers is diffrcult to

lling facilities on
To address that

equired to cover
lities.
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