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For an Accounting Order Authorizing Deferral
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Pursuant to WAC §§ 480-09-610 and 480-09-820, the Washington Utilities and
Transportation Commission (“WUTC” or “Commission”) Staff, the Industrial Customers of
Northwest Utilities (“ICNU”), the Public Counsel section of the Attorney General’s Office, the
Northwest Energy Coalition (“NWEC”) and the Opportunity Counsel/Energy Project (“Energy
Project”) (collectively referred to as “Joint Movants”) respectfully file this Motion to
Consolidate and Petition to Rehear or Reopen Docket (“Motion”). Specifically, the Motion the
Joint Movants request that: 1) the Commission consolidate Docket Nos. UE-991832 and

UE-020417; and 2) rehear or reopen the administrative record in Docket No. UE-991832. The
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Motion does not address other procedural or substantive arguments the Joint Movants may
individually take if they decide to participate in proceedings regarding Docket Nos. UE-991832
and UE-020417.
BACKGROUND

On November 24, 1999, PacifiCorp filed certain tariff revisions designed to
increase general rates for electric service by approximately $25.8 million over two years. The
Commission docketed PacifiCorp’s request as Docket No. UE-991832. PacifiCorp and the Joint
Movants constitute all major parties to that proceeding.

On June 6 and June 20, 2000, PacifiCorp and the Joint Movants submitted two
Stipulations (“Stipulations™) with the Commission resolving the contested issues in Docket No.
UE-991832. The Stipulations proposed a five-year rate plan (“Rate Plan”) designed to provide
rate stability for customers and allow PacifiCorp to gradually increase rates during the first three
years of the Rate Plan. The five-year Rate Plan also allowed PacifiCorp to retain significant cost
savings, including savings from the ScottishPower/PacifiCorp merger.

On July 17, 2000, the Commission held a hearing to review the Stipulations. On

August 9, 2000, the Commission approved the Stipulations. WUTC v. PacifiCorp, Third Suppl.

Order, Docket No. UE-991832 (Aug. 9, 2000) (“Third Supplemental Order™).
PacifiCorp has increased rates twice under the Stipulation. On September 1,
2000, PacifiCorp increased general rates by 3%. Third Supplemental Order at 12-13 and 23-25.

On January 1, 2002, PacifiCorp increased general rates by 3%. WUTC v. PacifiCorp, Sixth

Suppl. Order Docket No. UE-991832 at 1-2 (Dec. 21, 2001). The Third Supplemental Order

approving the Stipulations also allows PacifiCorp to increase general rates by 1% on January 1,
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2003, and bars PacifiCorp from increasing rates during the last two years of the Rate Plan. Third
Supplemental Order at 12-13, 23-25.

On April 5, 2002, PacifiCorp filed a petition for an accounting order authorizing
deferral of excess net power costs (“Petition”). The Commission has assigned the Petition
Docket No. UE-020417. PacifiCorp’s Petition seeks to defer excess net power costs the
Company claims will be incurred to serve its Washington customers. Petition at 1. PacifiCorp’s
Petition only addresses the single issue of alleged power cost increases and ignores other revenue
requirement issues. PacifiCorp proposes that power cost related deferrals begin June 1, 2002,
and continue until the earlier of May 31, 2003, or when the Commission approves a power cost
adjustment mechanism for the Company. Petition at 1. PacifiCorp intends to file a proposal to
recover any deferred net power costs before October 1, 2002, but also admits that the five-year
Rate Plan will limit its ability to impose general rate increases prior to 2005. Petition at 2, 13.

ARGUMENT

1. The Commission Should Consolidate Docket Nos. UE-991832 and UE-020417

PacifiCorp Docket Nos. UE-991832 and UE-020417 should be consolidated
because there are sufficient issues of fact and law in common to the proceedings to warrant
consolidation. The Commission’s rules authorize consolidation of two or more proceedings in
which the facts or principles of law are related. WAC § 480-09-610. The Commission routinely
grants consolidation when it “will promote administrative efficiency and preserve the resources

of the Commission and the parties.” See, e.g. WUTC v. Puget Sound Energy, Docket Nos.

UE-011570 and UG-011571, Second Suppl. Order (Dec. 28, 2001) at 1.
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PacifiCorp’s Petition raises significant legal and factual issues that cannot be
resolved without the record in Docket No. UE-991832. PacifiCorp admits that its Petition must
be consistent with the Washington Rate Plan and that the Rate Plan limits general rate increases
until 2005. Petition at 2, 12. Despite acknowledging that the Company is limited by the Rate
Plan, PacifiCorp intends on making a filing, no later than September 30, 2002, to address rate
recovery of deferred power costs, potentially including a “limited form of rate relief to address
extraordinary power costs.” Petition at 2, 12-13. PacifiCorp proposes that any recovery of
deferred amounts “would take into account the restrictions imposed on the Company under the
Rate Plan.” Petition at 12. Consolidating the records in Docket Nos. UE-020417 and
UE-991832 will allow the Commission to: 1) review whether PacifiCorp’s Petition 1s consistent
with the letter and intent of the Rate Plan; 2) determine the Company’s actual power supply
situation in the context of whether there are currently extraordinary circumstances warranting
revisiting power costs; and 3) evaluate the extent that PacifiCorp’s power cost deferral should be
offset by revenue requirement reductions, including Company wide cost savings resulting from
the ScottishPower merger.

PacifiCorp’s Petition may violate the Commission approved Rate Plan. The Rate
Plan provided customers with rate stability by preventing PacifiCorp, except in limited
circumstances, from filing rate changes prior to 2005. Section 9 of the Stipulation addressing the
Rate Plan enumerates the circumstances by which PacifiCorp can adjust rates during the Rate
Plan, including interim rate relief and appropriate deferred accounting petitions. Third
Supplemental Order at 11, 23 and Appendix B at 6-7. The Commission acknowledged that any

modifications under Section 9 must continue to provide “for rate stability over the five-year Rate
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Plan Period.” Id. at 23. Some of the parties in Docket No. UE—020417.may argue that Section 9
does not allow PacifiCorp to file a deferral application for a significant portion of its total
revenue requirement without an extraordinary factual demonstration. The meaning of the five-
year rate stability and exceptions contained in Section 9 are common issues of fact and law that
require review of the record in both Docket Nos. UE-020417 and UE-991832.

PacifiCorp’s Petition may also violate the Rate Plan because the Company is
requesting a single issue power cost deferral that ignores other countervailing factors that may
impact its revenue requirement. For example, some parties in Docket No. UE-020417 may argue
that the significant cost savings PacifiCorp was expected to achieve during Fhe Rate Plan should
offset any increases in its net power costs. In addition, the appropriate amount of PacifiCorp’s
power costs that are currently “in rates” may be a significant dispute in Docket No. UE-02041 7.!
A determination of whether PacifiCorp’s Petition is consistent with the Rate Plan can only occur
in the context of the record in Docket No. UE-991832.

2. The Commission Should Rehear or Reopen Docket No. UE-991832

The record in Docket No. UE-991832 should be reheard or reopened to determine
if the Petition is consistent with the Rate Plan. The Commission’s rules explicitly allow “any
person affected by a final order” to file rehearing after the close of the record. WAC § 480-09-

820. The Commission has determined that a “petition for rehearing must show changed

! PacifiCorp claims the power costs currently “in rates” are $486 million. This is based on the amount PacifiCorp
requested the general rate case filing in Docket No. UE-991832. Petition at 7. The Petition fails to acknowledge
that all parties recognized that the Company’s power costs were expected to increase over the five-year Rate Plan.
In addition, the Company’s alleged $674 million in system-wide power costs PacifiCorp significantly exceeds the
$589.3 million system-wide power costs the Company recently stipulated to in Oregon (“Oregon Stipulation”).
Attachment A (March 29, 2002 Stipulation in Oregon P.U.C. Docket Nos. UE 134/UM 1047). The test year in the
Oregon Stipulation is identical to the power cost test year in PacifiCorp’s Petition. Petition at 7 (twelve months
ending May 31, 2003); Attachment A at 1 (twelve months ending May 2003).
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legal conclusions reached in Docket No. UE-991832, and, thus, warrants good and sufficient
cause to rehear or reopen the record. WAC §§ 480-09-010, -820; RCW §§ 80.01.040(2), (3).
CONCLUSION

The five-year Rate Plan the Commission approved was intended to resolve
numerous contested revenue requirement issues in Docket No. UE-991832 and provide
PacifiCorp and the Company’s Washington ratepayers with five years of predictablé, known
rates. PacifiCorp’s Petition does not appropriately reflect the context of the Rate Plan and the
Company may not have met its burden of proof to establish that the Petition is consistent with
the Rate Plan. This Motion requests that the Commission acknowledge that PacifiCorp’s
Petition in Docket No. UE-020417 raises important legal and factual issues that are in common
with, and must be evaluated in the context of, the factual record in Docket No. UE-991832.
Likewise, if the Commission does not dismiss PacifiCorp’s Petition, the factual and legal
conclusions reached in Docket No. UE-991832 must be re-examined to consider the evidence

with the Petition in UE-020417.

WHEREFORE, the Joint Movants respectfully request that the Commission grant
the Petition to Reopen or Rehear Docket No. UE-991832 and Motion to Consolidate Docket
Nos. UE-991832 and UE-020417.

Dated this 10th day of May, 2002.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
OF OREGON

UE 134/UM 1047

In the Matter of
PACIFICORP’s

Application for Approval of Revised Tariffs to
Reflect New Net Power Costs. (UE 134)

In the Matter of STIPULATION
PACIFICORP’s
Application for an Accounting Order

Regarding Deferral of Trail Mountain Mine
Unrecovered Costs. (UM 1047)

PARTIES

I. The parties to this Stipulation are PacifiCorp (or “the Company”), the Staff of the
Public Utility Commission of Oregon (“Staff”), the Industrial Customers of Northwest Utilities
(“ICNU”) and the Citizens’ Utility Board (“CUB”) (together “the Parties™).

| BACKGROUND

2. On August 23, 2001, the Parties entered into a Stipulation in UE 1_16 l'esolviﬁg
issues regarding PacifiCorp’s net power costs (“Bridge Stipulation”). The Commission
approved the Bridge Stipulation in Order 01-787. Under the Bridge Stipulation, the Company
agreed to develop a new hourly power cost model, working collaboratively with other

stakeholders. The Company also agreed to file a power cost rate case, using the new model and

‘based upon a 12-month test year ending May 31, 2003. The Company’s new hourly power cost

model is called the Generation and Regulation Initiatives Decision Tools (*GRID”) model.
Subsequently, the parties to the Bridge Stipulation filed an amendment to the Bridge Stipulation
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that extended the Company’s filing deadline to December 31, 2001; the projected date for a
Commission order to June 30, 2002; and changed the future test year that would be the basis for
the power cost filing to the 12-months ending June 30, 2003.

3. On December 28, 2001, the Company filed revised tariff schedules to reflect net
power costs derived from the Company’s new hoﬁrly power cost model, GRID, based on the
July 2002-June 2003 test year, docketed UE 134. Through the revised tariffs, PacifiCorp sought
a revenue requirement increase of $34.3 million (Oregbn basis) and an average overall price
increase of 4.2 percent. The projected date for a Commission order in UE 134 was June 30,
2002.

4, On January 10, 2002, the Company filed an application requesting that the
Commission issue an accounting order regarding unrecévered Trail Mountain Mine closure
costs, docketed UM 1047. In its Application,vthe Company requests authority to amortize
unrecovered Trail Mountain Mine closure costs over five years.

5. On February 4, 2002, Staff requested that the Commission consolidate Docket
UM 1047 with Docket UE 134 and in that consolidated docket: (1) determine the rate base and
revenue requirement effects of the Company’s sale and transfer of electric properties and transfer
of service territory to the City of Hermistoﬁ (previously approved by the Commission in Order
No. 01-830 in Docket UP 187); and (2) examine issues related to interjurisdictional allocation of
fixed generation costs, including special retail contracts.

6. On February 13, 2002, Administrative Law Judge Kathryn Logan granted the
Staff’s motion to consolidate Dockets UM 1047 and UE 134 and to consider issues related to the
interjurisdictional allocation of special retail contracts and the sale of facilities in Hermiston.

7. Pursuant to the schedule adopted in this proceeding, settlement discussions were
held on March 7, 14, 15, 19 and 27, 2002. As a result of the settlement conferences, the Parties
to this Stipulation have reached agreement on the matters set forth below. The net effect of the

Stipulation is an average overall revenue requirement increase of $14.2 million or 1.74 percent.

2 - STIPULATION

Portlnd3-1377148.4 0020011-00084



The parties submit this Stipulation to the Commission and request that the Commission approve

the settlement as presented.
AGREEMENT

8. Net Power Costs: The Parties agree that the Company’s annual net POWET COStS

will be set at $589.3 million on a Total Company basis (“NPC”). This NPC results in a
reduction in PacifiCorp’s Oregon rates of $1.9 million as compared to the $595 million (total
Company) “Initial Baseline” established in the Bridge Stipulation. The $589.3 million

represents a global settlement of the Parties’ proposed f)ower cost adjustments and establishes the
Company’s normalized net power costs for the test period.

9. West Valley Combustion Turbines (CTs): The Parties agree that if the

Commission approves the Company’s Affiliated Interest Application in Docket UI 196, filed on
March 6, 2002, the NPC agreed to in this Stipulation will increase by no more than $3.6 million
(Total Company) and will be based on the first-year lease costs. This change will effect an
increase in PacifiCorp’s Oregon revenue requirement by an amount not to exceed $1.2 million.
If the CTs lease payment is changed, any difference in the revenue requirement effect will be
reflected in the increase agreed to in this Paragraph; however, PacifiCorp agrees that in no event
will the revenue requirement impact be more than $1.2 million (Oregon allocated). In order to
minimize the frequency of rate changes, if the Commission issues an order approving the
Company’s UI 196 application on or before June 1, 2002, any rate increase will be implemented
on Jupe 1, 2002. If the Comumission issues an order approving the Company’s Ul 196
application after June 1, 2002, any rate increase will be implemented with PacifiCorp’s next
Oregon rate change. The Parties do not agree by this iaaragraph that the Affiliated Interest
Application in Ul 196 is appropriate or waive their rights to contest that Application or its terms |

or conditions.

3 - STIPULATION

Portlnd3-1377148.4 0020011-00084



1 10. Trail Mountain Mine:

2 a.  The Parties agree to support entry of an accounting order on or before

3 March 31, 2002, that allows the Company to record previously unrecovered Trail

4 Mountain Mine Closure Costs (“Closure Costs”), identified in paragraph (b) below, for

5 later recovery.

6 b. The Parties agree to the following ratemaking treatment for the Closure

7 Costs. The Company will be allowed to recover the amortization of Closure Costs of

8 Trail Mountain Mine subject to the following conditions:

9 1. Trail Mountain Mine provided coal exclusively to the Hunter
10 Plants. The other owners of the Hunter Plants are responsible for
11 their 15 percent of the Closure Costs. Therefore, this 15 percent
12 will be subtracted from the total Closure- Costs. Accordingly,
15 PacifiCorp’s Oregon ratepayers will be responsible for 85 percent,
14 or $13,180,275, of the total unrecovered Closure Costs.
15 2 The recovery will be through a separate tariff. This tariff will
16 terminate when the $13,180,275 balance has been fully collected.
17 3 The amortization will be through Account 501, but will not be
18 ’ - allowed to impact any power cost adjustment (“PCA”) that may be
19 ‘ implemented-in the future. PacifiCorp will record the amortization
20 | " in a separate subaccount.
21 4. The Company will forego a return on the unamortized Closure
22 Costs.
23 5 The balance of $13,180,275 (Oregon basis) will be amortized over
24 approximately five years.
25 The Parties’ agreement regarding the Closure Costs results in a $2,636,055 annual

26 amortization collected from Oregon customers over approximately a five-year period.
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1 C. The Parties agree that the Company should permanently remove Trail

| o]

Mountain Mine from the Company’s base rates on June 1, 2002, resulting in a

$1,075,210 revenue requirement decrease.

w

4 11.  Hermiston:
3 a. In Order 01-380, the Commission ordered PacifiCorp to record the after-
6 tax net gain of its sale of its electric properties to Hermiston on its regulated books by
7 allocating 95% of this net gain to its customers. In Order 01-787, the Commission
8 ordefed PacifiCorp to maintain a balancing account reflecting the gains and losses of
9 property sales for later refund or collection from customers in a supplemental tariff.
10 Consistent with those orders, the Parties now agree that:
11 | 1. The Hermiston gain should be put in a balancing account as of the
12 time PacifiCorp receives revenues from the sale.
13 2 Interest on 95% of the gain should be calculated at PacifiCorp’s
14 authorized rate of return from the date the revenues from the sale
15 are received, and should continue until the balance is fully returned
16 to customers.
17 3 Ninety-five percent of the gain, plus interest, will be amortized
18 over one year and returned to customers beginning on June 1,
19 2002.
20 The result of this agreement is estimated to be a $3,372,257 amortization (Oregon
21 basis) returned to customers over a one-year period. This amount will be trued-up when
22 the final journal entries are made; however, PacifiCorp agrees to amortize no less than
23 $3,372,257 beginning on June 1, 2002.
24 b. The Parties agree that the Company should permanently remove the
25 electric assets sold to Hermiston from the Company’s base rates on June 1, 2002,
26 resulting in a $675,575 revenue requirement decrease.

Page 5 - STIPULATION

Portlnd3-1377148.4 0020011-00084



[\

h

A N @)

12
[

-2
(U]

o
I

25
26

Page

12. Power Cost Adjustment: The Company agrees to withdraw its request for a

Power Cost Adjustment (“PCA”) in Docket UE 134 without prejudice to refiling a request for a
PCA in a separate docket. The Company further agrees that it will not file a request for a PCA
in 2002. If the Company files a request for a PCA after 2002, the Parties are free to raise any
issues in connection with that filing.

—

13.  Future Filing: The Company agrees to make a single issue (power cost) rate
filing by October 1, 2003, for rates effective June 1, 2004, if requested to do so by the
Commission on or before July 31, 2003 (“Power Cost Rate Filing”). At its option, the
Company may include the Power Cost Rate Filing within a general rate filing. Any Party to this
Stipulation may ask the Commission to request the Company to make the Power Cost Rate Filing
in accordance with this paragraph and the Company may, at its option, oppose 01 support this
request. If the Comumission requests that PacifiCorp make the Power Cost Rate Filing under this
paragraph, the Company agrees to comply with the request and to bear the burden of proof in
the ensuing rate proceeding. It is further agreed that any Party to this Stipulation can request
that other issues, in addition to power costs, be considered in connection with the Power Cost
Rate Filing. Issues other than those related to power costs can serve as the basis for any Party’s

request that the Commission request the Power Cost Rate Filing under this paragraph.

14.  Information Sharing: The Company agrees to provide to all Parties to this

Stipulation copies of the monthly actual net power cost report. In addition, the Company agrees
to provide to all Parties to the Stipulation a Special Annual Results of Operation Report for
calendar year 2002 by April 30, 2003, and a marginal cost study for the purpose of reviewing
the Rate Mitigation Adjustment (“RMA”) and other rate issues by May 31, 2005.

15. GRID: The Parties agree that Staff, CUB and ICNU may retain the computers,
loaded with the software to run the GRID model, previously loaned to them by the Company.
The Company agrees to provide updates to the GRID model every six months from the effective
date of the order in this docket. The Parties agree that the computer and GRID software may

6 - STIPULATION
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only be utilized for the purpose of analyzing current and potential PacifiCorp filings. The
Partles agree to maintain the confidentiality of the information related to the GRID model and
inputs provided to them subject to the protective order in this case, notwithstanding the entry of

a final order in this docket.

16.  Interjurisdictional Allocation of Special Retail Contracts: The Parties agree that

the interjurisdictional allocation issues associated with special retail contracts will have a

‘negligible impact on this filing, and that, therefore, no allocation-related adjustment is necessary.

In future Company filings, the Parties agree to allocate costs and revenues for special retail
contracts on a situs-basis. The Parties agree, however, that thé agreement contained 1n tﬂis
paragraph may be supérceded by any ultimate resolution of this issue by the Commission in
other Commission proceedings addressing interjurisdictional allocations.

17. Amortizarion of Above Market Cost of Summer Forward Purchases: ICNU, Staff

and PacifiCorp have agreed that PacifiCorp will establish a balanﬁng account for the above-
market costs ($18.7 million) associated with the Company’s forward purchases for the summer
of 2002. ICNU, Staff and PacifiCorp further agree that PacifiCorp will be allowed to recover
those costs by amortizing them for approkimately one year until the balance in the account is
zero. For purposes of settlement, the Parties agree that the summer forward purchases were
prudent, but are not appropriately included when setting normalized base rates. CUB does not
join in this paragraph of the Stipulation and will file a letter with the Commission separately

stating its position on this particular issue. CUB will file this letter after this Stipulation and

 supporting testimony have been filed.

18.  Effective Date: The Parties request the Commission approve this Stipulation, and
order the rate changes proposed herein effective on June 1, 2002, with the exception of the rate
change discussed in Paragraph 12, which will go into effect, if at all, as desﬁribed in that
Paragraph. Until June 1, 2002, the Company’s power costs will be calculated according to the
formula prescribed in the Bridge Stipulation, previously approved by the Commission. On the

7 - STIPULATION
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day rates go into effect under this Stipulation, but in no event earlier than June 1, 2002, the rates
set forth in the Bridge Stipulation will terminate.

19.  Bridge Stipulation: The Parties agree that the Company has met its obligation

under the Bridge Stipulation to develop a new hourly net power cost model and to base the
UE 134 filing on that new model. This agreement in no manner reflects on the results of the
independent audit requirement set forth in Paragraph 6 of the Bridge Stipulation. By entering
into this Stipulation, the Parties are not indicating agreement about the appropriateness, .
functionality or any aspect of using the GRID model in any future case. The Parties do not
waive their rights to challenge any aspect of the GRID model, including the use of the GRID
model in any other proceeding.

70 Rate Spread and Desien: The Parties agree that the revenue obligations of the

various customer classes resulting from this Stipulation shall be spread among the classes in the

manner described in Exhibit A attached hereto.

21. The Parties agree that this Stipulation is in the public interest and results in an
overall fair, just and reasonable outcome.

22 The Parties agree that this Stipulation represents a compromise in the positions of
the parties. As such, conduct, statements and documents disclosed in the negotiation of this
Stipulation shall not be admissible as evidence in this or any other proceeding.

23.  This Stipulation will be offered into the record of this proceeding as evidence
pursuant to OAR 860-14-0085. The parties agree to support this Stipulation throughout this
proceeding and any appeal, provide witnesses to sponsor this Stipulation at the hearing and
recommend that the Commission issue an order adopting the settlements contained herein.

24. If this Stipulation is challenged by any other party to this proceeding, the Parties
to this Stipulation reserve the right to cross-examine witnesses and put on such case as they deem
appropriate to respond fully to the issues presented, including the right to raise issues that are
incorporated in the settlements embodied in this Stipulation. Notwithstanding this reservation of

8§ - STIPULATION
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rights, the Parties to this Stipulation agree that they will continue to support the Commission’s
adoption of the terms of this Stipulation.

25. The Parties have negotiated this Stipulation as an integrated document. If the
Commiission rejects all or any material portion of this Stipulation or imposes additional material
conditions in approving this Stipulation, any party disadvantaged by such action shall have the
rights provided in OAR 860-014-0085 and shall be entitled to seek reconsideration or appeal of
the Commission’s Order.

26. By entering into this Stipulation, no party shall be deemed to have approved,
admitted or consented to thé facts, principles, methods or theories employed by any other party
in arriving at the terms of this Stipulation. No party shall be deemed to have agreed that any
paragraph of this Stipulation is appropriate for resolving issues in any other proceeding.

27. This Stipulation may be executed In counterparts and each signed counterpart shall
constitute an original document.

This Stipulation is entered into by each party on the date entered below such party’s
signature.

DATED: March 29, 2002.

PACIFICORP STAFF OF THE OREGON
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

- m%s

By: ? /
Date.‘/ ?{/%5 /é’?’ . Date: ‘\_‘;,M{' 2

i

INDUSTRIAL CUSTOMERS OF CITIZENS’ UTILITY BOARD
NORTHWEST UTILITIES

wTY AN by A d 4 4«%

Date: ‘)/}24 /0‘7 ) Date: :77//?} 7//& P
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1
2 I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing document upon the parties of
3 record in this proceeding by first-class mail, addressed to said parties/attorneys’ addresses as
4 shown below:
5
6 Stephanie S. Andrus ‘ B. Marty Howard
Oregon Department of Justice 6700 SE Yarmhill
Room 100
7 1162 Court Street, NE Portland, OR 97215
8 Salem, OR 97310-0560 Doug Larson
=]
, Vice President, Regulation
9 Jason Eisdorfer c/o Paul Wrigley
Citizens' Utility Board PacifiCorp
10 921 SW Morrison, #511 825 NE Multnomah, Ste. 800
. Portland, OR 97205 Portland, OR 97232-2153
_I_ .
Melinda I. Davison
12 Davison Van Cleve PC
13 1000 SW Broadway, Suite 2460
? Portland, Or 97205
14
15 DATED: March 29, 2002. TN /
.-l"'\‘ CT_——-\\“ / s
16 ~ = =
17 Jennifer . Hdian o
Of Attorneys for PacHiCorp
18 -/0 —
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

Page 1 - CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

March 29, 2002

BY FACSIMILE

Administrative Hearings Division
Oregon Public Utility Commission
550 Capitol Street NE, Suite 215
Salem, OR 97301-2551

Re: Docket UE 134/ UM 1047

900 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 2600
Portland, Oregon 97204

main 503.224.3380

fax 503.220.2480

www.stoel.com

JENNIFER E. HORAN
Direct Dial (503) 294-9852
email jehoran@stoel.com

Attached please find Exhibit A to the Stipulation filed in Dockets UE 134/UM 1047 earlier

today. This Exhibit was inadvertently omitted from the copy filed earlier today.

Please call if you have any questions.

Very truly yours, /

]}, hifér E.
JEH jIf

Enclosures
ce: Service List

Portlnd3-1376432.1 0020011-00114

Oregon
Washington
Catifornia
Utah
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
OF OREGON

- UE 134/UM 1047

In the Matter of
PACIFICORP's

Application for Approval of Revised Tariffs to

Reflect New Net Power Costs. (UE 134) MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL TIME
TO FILE TESTIMONY
In the Matter of SUPPORTING STIPULATION

PACIFICORP's

Application for an Accounting Order
Regarding Deferral of Trail Mountain Mine
Unrecovered Costs. (UM 1047)

Pursuant to OAR 860-013-0031, PacifiCorp requests an extension of time to permit
PacifiCorp, Staff of the Oregon Public Utilities Commission (“Staff”), Industrial Customers of
Northwest Utilities (“ICNU?) and the Citizens’ Utility Board (“CUB”) (the “Parties”) to file
testimony supporting the Parties’ Stipulation in this case. The Parties are filing the Stipulation
concurrently with this motion.

On March 20, 2002, PacifiCorp filed a motion asking that the procedural schedule in
these two dockets be held in abeyance until March 29, 2002, while PacifiCorp, Staff, ICNU
and CUB worked to finalize a settlement in both dockets. On March 22, 2002, Administrative
Law Judge (“ALJ”) Logan issued a Ruling holding the procedural schedule in abeyance until
March 29, 2002. By that date, ALJ Logan ruled that the parties were to one of the following:

1. File a stipulation with supporting testimony.
2. Ask for additional time to complete the settlement process.
3. Ask for a new procedural schedule.

1 - MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL TIME TO FILE TESTIMONY SUPPORTING
STIPULATION

STOEL RIVES LLP

ATTORNEYS
TFT V -
Portind3-1377500.1 0020011-00084 900 SW FIFTH AVEI\UETEE;E%?(%%ﬁ)g%’E}%gD’ OREGON 97204-1268



1 The Parties have now reached a seftlement and executed a Stipulation resolving all

2 outstanding issues in this case among all parties. That Stipulation is being filed today .

3 However, the Parties require a short extension of time to finalize and file testimony supporting
4 the Stipulation. Accordingly, the Parties request that the Commission allow the Parties until

5 April 8, 2002 to file supporting testimony. The Stipulation proposes an effective date of

6 June 1,2002. Accordingly, there appears to be sufficient time in the schedule to allow the’

7  Parties one additional week to file supporting testimony- :

8 Staff, CUB and ICNU support this request for additional time.

9 DATED: March 29, 2002.

| T, w7 i
12 Jennifer}k. Hovan "~
Of Anorneys for PacifiCormp__
13 e e

Page 2 - MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL TIME TO FILE TESTIMONY SUPPORTING
STIPULATION
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing document upon the parties of

record in this proceeding by first-class mail, addressed to said parties/attorneys’ addresses as

shown below:

Stephanie S. Andrus
Oregon Department of Justice

Room 100
1162 Court Street, NE
Salem, OR 97310-0560

Jason Eisdorfer
Citizens' Utility Board
921 SW Morrison, #3511
Portland, OR 97205

Melinda J. Davison
Davison Van Cleve PC

1000 SW Broadway, Suite 2460
Portland, Or 97205

DATED: March 29, 2002.

1 - CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Portlnd3-1367476.1 0020011-00014

B. Marty Howard
6700 SE Yamhill
Portland, OR 97215

Doug Larson

Vice President, Regulation
C/o Paul Wrigley

PacifiCorp

825 NE Multnomah, Ste. 800
Portland, OR 97232-2153

- '—‘\\

( -
'“\.«_,, K T

Jennif E \ \
_ OLATtornsy. PacifiCorp



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this day served the foregoing Motion to
Consolidate and Rehear or Reopen Docket of Washington Utilities and Transportation
Commission Staff, Public Counsel, Industrial Customers of Northwest Utilities, Northwest
Energy Coalition, and Opportunity Counsel/Energy Project upon each party on the official
service lists by causing the same to be mailed, postage-prepaid, through the U.S. Mail. Dated at

Portland, Oregon, this 10™ day of May, 2002.

< “\W’L&mk J'@“ MV&NJ

Amy K. W 1ngton

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE — 1



