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BEFORE THE WASHINGTON 
UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission v. PacifiCorp d/b/a Pacific Power & 
Light Co., 

Docket UE-250224 

RESPONSE OF PUBLIC COUNSEL TO PACIFICORP (The Company) 
DATA REQUEST NO. 005 

Request No:  005 
Directed to:  Public Counsel 
Date Received: 08/27/25 
Date Produced: 09/11/25 
Prepared by:  Public Counsel 
Witness: Dr. Robert L. Earle 

PacifiCorp Data Request No. 005 to Public Counsel 

Re: 2026 Protocol 
In reference to Exh. RLE-1CT, page 16, lines 21-23, does Public Counsel agree that PacifiCorp has a 
legal obligation under Federal Energy Regulatory Commission requirements to provide ancillary 
services to support transmission services and to serve the company’s retail customers reliably?  

a) If the answer to the question above is yes, please describe how Public Counsel recommends
PacifiCorp meet its legal obligation to provide transmission service and ancillary services
under its Federal Energy Regulatory Commission-approved Open Access Transmission
Tariff to third parties and PacifiCorp’s Washington customers without resources like
Chehalis and Jim Bridger Units 1 and 2.

b) For every option identified in subpart (a) above, please provide Public Counsel’s analysis of
cost to customers.

c) For every option identified in subpart (a) above, please provide the assumptions regarding
cost of resources, availability of federal or state incentives, and technology viability at utility
scale

RESPONSE 

Yes. 

a) Public Counsel is not recommending that Chehalis and Jim Bridger 1 and 2 not
provide ancillary services. Public Counsel is recommending that the allocation of
Chehalis and Jim Bridger 1 and 2 to Washington be reduced from approximately
21.86%  to zero % . Transmission services provided by power plants and ancillary
services are not part of cost allocation under either WIJAM or the 2026 Protocol.
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Please also see Public Counsel Response to PacifiCorp Data Request No. 001 to 
Public Counsel. 

b) N/A. 

c) N/A. 
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