
 

 

PAGE 7 – CREA RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COUNSEL’S FIRST SET OF DATA REQUESTS 

 

Date: March 28, 2017 

Respondent: Les Teel 

Witness: Les Teel 

 

PUBLIC COUNSEL DATA REQUEST PC-3 TO CREA: 

PC-3. Refer to the Direct Testimony of R. Bryce Dalley, RBD-1T at 3:4-8, which states: 

 

“In just two counties in Washington (Columbia and Walla Walla), the 

regulated electric utility (Pacific Power) has been unable to negotiate a 

service area agreement with the rural electric association (Columbia 

REA), despite engaging in negotiations—including negotiations mediated 

by a Commission administrative law judge.” 

 

a. What is the current status of efforts to negotiate a service territory (or 

“boundaries”) agreement between Pacific Power and CREA in Columbia and 

Walla Walla counties? 

b. From CREA’s perspective, why negotiations did not succeed in advancing an 

agreement between the two parties, even with the introduction of a mediator? 

c. Please discuss with reasonable specificity what CREA requires from Pacific 

Power to successfully complete these negotiations? 

 

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COUNSEL DATA REQUEST PC- 3: 

 

CREA objects to Public Counsel Data Request No. PC-3 on the basis that the information 

requested is not relevant to the “primary issue in this proceeding [which] relates to the rates, 

terms, and conditions of [Pacific Power’s] proposed tariff filings”
3/

 and is not reasonably 

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  Without waiving the foregoing 

objections, CREA responds as follows: 

 

a.  Please see CREA’s response to Staff Data Request 2.  Under current management, CREA 

has sent two letters to Pacific Power’s CEO seeking to improve relations and 

coordination between the companies.  These letters are included as Attachment A to 

Public Counsel Data Request PC-3.  CREA did not receive a response to either letter. 

 

b.  Please see CREA’s response to Staff Data Request 2. 

 

c. In addition to the objections above, CREA objects to this request on the grounds that it 

seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege. 

 

                                                 
3/

  Order 04 ¶ 12 (Jan. 4, 2017). 
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