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PC Informal Data Request 74 

PacifiCorp Response to WUTC Data Request 7.b. – Should PacifiCorp’s 
petition to Ecology fail to result in assignment of sufficient no-cost allowances to 
reflect the use of Chehalis to serve Washington retail load, does PacifiCorp 
propose that shareholders pay for additional no-cost allowances, or does 
PacifiCorp propose that Washington ratepayers pay for the additional no-cost 
allowances? Please explain your answer. 

Response to PC Informal Data Request 74 

PacifiCorp objects to this request as outside the scope of this proceeding and not 
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without 
waiving any objection, the Company responds as follows: 

PacifiCorp has not made any final determination on how to handle these costs 
under the hypothetical conditions outlined by Public Counsel.  

PREPARER:  Counsel 

SPONSOR:   To Be Determined 
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