Salt Lake City, UT 84116
POWER d

A DIVISION OF PACIFICORP

vé ROCKY MOUNTAIN 1407 W. North Temple, Suite 320

January 26, 2018
VIA ELECTRONIC FILING

Utah Public Service Commission
Heber M. Wells Building, 4th Floor
160 East 300 South

Salt Lake City, UT 84114

Attention: Gary Widerburg
Commission Secretary

RE: Docket No. 17-035-40
Application for Approval of a Significant Energy Resource Decision and Voluntary
Request for Approval of Resource Decision

In accordance with Utah Admin. Code R746-1-301(2), PacifiCorp d/b/a Rocky Mountain
Power (“Rocky Mountain Power” or “Company”) hereby submits reply comments to the Utah
Industrial Customers” Memorandum in Support of Motion to Vacate Remaining Schedule and
Request for Expedited Treatment and the Utah Association of Energy Users’ Comments in
Support of Motion to Vacate Schedule, both filed on January 24, 2018.

Rocky Mountain Power respectfully requests that all formal correspondence and requests
for additional information regarding this filing be addressed to the following:

By E-mail (preferred): datarequest@pacificorp.com
Jana.saba@pacificorp.com
utahdockets@pacificorp.com

By regular mail: Data Request Response Center
PacifiCorp
825 NE Multnomah, Suite 2000
Portland, OR 97232

Informal inquiries may be directed to Jana Saba at (801) 220-2823.
Sincerely,
Y Krese D
e Stewar
Vice President, Regulation



R. Jeff Richards (#7294)

Yvonne R. Hogle (#7550)

1407 West North Temple, Suite 320

Salt Lake City, Utah 84116

Telephone: (801) 220-4734

Facsimile: (801) 220-3299

Email: robert.richards@pacificorp.com
yvonne.hogle@pacificorp.com

Katherine McDowell

McDowell Rackner & Gibson PC
419 SW 11th Avenue, Suite 400
Portland, Oregon 97205
Telephone: (503) 595-3924
Facsimile: (503) 595-3928
Email: katherine@mrg-law.com

Attorneys for Rocky Mountain Power

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

In the Matter of:

THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY
MOUNTAIN POWER FOR APPROVAL
OF A SIGNIFICANT ENERGY
RESOURCE DECISION AND
VOLUNTARY REQUEST FOR
APPROVAL OF RESOURCE DECISION

Docket No. 17-035-40

ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER’S REPLY
TO UAE’S AND UIEC’S SUPPORT FOR
MOTION TO VACATE SCHEDULE

In accordance with Utah Admin. Code R746-1-301(2), PacifiCorp d/b/a Rocky Mountain

Power (“Rocky Mountain Power” or “Company”) submits this Reply to the Utah Industrial

Customers’ (“UIEC”) Memorandum in Support of Motion to Vacate Remaining Schedule and

Request for Expedited Treatment (“UIEC Memorandum”) and the Utah Association of Energy

Users’ (“UAE”) Comments in Support of Motion to Vacate Schedule (“UAE Comments™), both

filed on January 24, 2018.



UIEC and UAE argue that the Company’s filing is incomplete and does not include all the
information required by Utah Admin. Code R746-1-430-2.! To the contrary, as described in
Attachment A to this reply,? the Company’s supplemental direct testimony filed on January 16,
2018, together with the direct testimony filed on June 30, 2017, contains substantially all of the
information required by the Commission’s rules. Indeed, the only information that is outstanding
relates to the 2017R request for proposal (“RFP”) solicitation process.® The Company will submit
that information as available once interconnection studies for the 2017R RFP final shortlist
projects are completed and the 2017R RFP has concluded. This is consistent with past requests for
approval of a significant energy resource decision where the Company made supplemental filings
related to the underlying RFP as that information became available.*

Since filing its response to the Motion to Vacate Schedule on January 25, 2018, Rocky
Mountain Power has continued to work with the parties to establish a revised procedural schedule.
The Company’s proposed schedule provides additional time to review the 2017R RFP results,
while preserving a target decision date that allows the Company to secure production tax credits
from new wind facilities. The Company respectfully requests that the Commission deny the motion
to vacate the schedule, set a new hearing date to begin either April 16, 2018 or April 24, 2018,
reset the target decision date to June 1, 2018, and direct the parties to present a schedule with other

necessary, mutually-agreeable milestones.

1 UIEC Memorandum at 2; UAE Comments at 2.

2 Attachment A to this reply updates Attachment A to the Application for Approval of a Significant Energy
Resource Decision and Voluntary Request for Approval of Resource Decision filed by the Company on June 30,
2017.

3 See Utah Admin. Code R746-1-430-2(c) (describing information related to the solicitation process that must be
included with a request for approval of a significant energy resource decision).

4 See In the Matter of the Application of Rocky Mountain Power for Approval of a Significant Energy Resource
Decision Resulting from the All Source Request for Proposals, Docket No. 10-035-126 (where the IE report and
copies of the complete solicitation were filed after the application for approval).



DATED this 26" day of January, 2018.

Respectfully submitted,

P 7 (4&/(’
R. Jeff Richards
General Counsel, Rocky Mountain Power
1407 West North Temple, Suite 320
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116
Telephone: (801) 220-4734
Facsimile: (801) 220-3299
Email: Robert.Richards@pacificorp.com

Attorney for Rocky Mountain Power



ATTACHMENT A

R746-430-2(a)-(i) Information Location Matrix for Wind Facilities

Paragraph Filing Requirement Testimony and Exhibits
(@) Information to demonstrate the utility has | 1. Prefiling Public Notice of Intent to File a
complied with the requirements of the Voluntary Request for Approval of
Energy Resource Procurement Act and Significant Energy Resource Decision, filed
Commission rules June 23, 2017,
2. Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
Rebuttal Testimony;
3. Teply Direct and Supplemental Direct
and Rebuttal Testimony.
(b) Information to demonstrate whether 1. Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
approval of the selected Significant Rebuttal Testimony;
Energy Resource is in the public interest | 2. Teply Direct and Supplemental Direct
and Rebuttal Testimony.
(©) Information regarding the solicitation | 1. Link Supplemental Direct and Rebuttal

process, if the Significant Energy
Resource was solicited through a
solicitation process, including, but not
limited to:

(i) Summaries of all bids received;

(i) Summaries of the Affected Utility's
rankings and evaluations of bids;

(iif) Copies of all reports relating to the
solicitation process made by an
independent evaluator who may have
been involved with the solicitation
process;

(iv) A copy of the complete Commission
approved Solicitation with appendices,
attachments and drafts, if applicable; and
(v) A signed acknowledgment from a
utility officer involved in the solicitation
that to the best of his or her knowledge,
the utility fully observed and complied
with the requirements of the
Commission's rules or statutes applicable
to the solicitation process

Testimony;

2. The bid summaries and rankings are
highly confidential and commercially
sensitive and are therefore available for
review at the Company’s offices;

3. The IE has yet to complete its final
report, but that report will be filed when
received by the Company;

4. The complete Commission-approved
solicitation, with appendices, attachments,
and drafts, will be filed once the 2017R
RFP has concluded (the information is
currently available at the following:
http://www.pacificorp.com/sup/rfps/2017-
rfp.html) ; and

5. The signed acknowledgment will be filed
once the 2017R RFP has concluded.




(d) Identification of all information, data, 1. Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
models and analyses used by the Rebuttal Testimony.
Affected Utility to evaluate the
acquisition of the Significant Energy
Resource if the acquisition is pursuant to
Section 54-17-201(3), or to evaluate and
rank bids and the selected resource, if the
acquisition is by a solicitation process
pursuant to Section 54-17-201(2)

(e) Contracts proposed for execution or use | 1. Teply Direct, Supplemental Direct and
in connection with the acquisition of the | Rebuttal Testimony.
Significant Energy Resource and
identification of matters for which
contracts are being negotiated or remain
to be negotiated

()] Information on the estimated costs for 1. Teply Direct and Supplemental Direct
the Significant Energy Resource, and Rebuttal Testimony;
including but not limited to engineering | 2. Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
studies, data, and models used in the Rebuttal Testimony; and
analysis, and any other costs which the 3. Larsen Direct Testimony and Steward
utility considers recoverable pursuantto | Supplemental Direct and Rebuttal
Section 54-17-303; Testimony.

(9) An analysis of the estimated effects the | 1. Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
Significant Energy Resource will have Rebuttal Testimony; and
on the Affected Utility's revenue 2. Larsen Direct Testimony and Steward
requirement Supplemental Direct and Rebuttal

Testimony.

(h) Financial information demonstrating Crane Direct Testimony
adequate financial capability to obtain
the Significant Energy Resource
pursuant to the proposed acquisition

(i) Identification of all other relevant 1. Crane Direct and Supplemental Direct

information in support of the requested
approval

and Rebuttal Testimony;

2. Teply Direct and Supplemental Direct
and Rebuttal Testimony;

3. Vail Direct and Supplemental Direct and
Rebuttal Testimony;

4. Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
Rebuttal Testimony; and

5. Larsen Direct Testimony and Steward
Supplemental Direct and Rebuttal
Testimony.




R746-440-1(1)(a)-(k) Information Location Matrix for Transmission Facilities

Paragraph Filing Requirement Testimony and Exhibits
@) A description of the Resource decision | Vail Direct and Supplemental Direct and
Rebuttal Testimony.

(b) Information to demonstrate that the 1. Prefiling Public Notice of Intent to File a
Energy utility has complied with the Voluntary Request for Approval of
applicable requirements of the Act and | Significant Energy Resource Decision, filed
Commission rules June 23, 2017;

2. Vail Direct and Supplemental Direct and
Rebuttal Testimony;

3. Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
Rebuttal Testimony; and

4. Larsen Direct Testimony and Steward
Supplemental Direct and Rebuttal
Testimony.

(©) The purposes and reasons for the Vail Direct and Supplemental Direct and
Resource decision Rebuttal Testimony.

(d) An analysis of the estimated or 1. Vail Direct and Supplemental Direct and
projected costs of the Resource Rebuttal Testimony; and
decision, including the engineering 2. Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
studies, data, information and models Rebuttal Testimony.
used in the Energy utility's analysis

(e) Descriptions and comparisons of other | Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
resources or alternatives evaluated or Rebuttal Testimony.
considered by the Energy utility, in lieu
of the proposed Resource decision

() Sufficient data, information, Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
spreadsheets, and models to permit an Rebuttal Testimony.
analysis and verification of the
conclusions reached and models used
by the Energy utility

(9) An analysis of the estimated effect of 1. Link Direct and Supplemental Direct and
the Resource decision on the Energy Rebuttal Testimony; and
utility's revenue requirement 5. Larsen Direct Testimony and Steward

Supplemental Direct and Rebuttal
Testimony.

(h) Financial information demonstrating Crane Direct Testimony.
adequate financial capability to
implement the Resource decision

(i) Major contracts, if any, proposed for Vail Direct and Supplemental Direct and

execution or use in connection with the
Resource decision

Rebuttal Testimony.




()

Information to show that the Energy
utility has or will obtain any required
authorization from the appropriate
governmental bodies for the Resource
decision

Vail Direct and Supplemental Direct and
Rebuttal Testimony.

(k)

Other information as the Commission
may require

No other information has currently been
requested.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Docket No. 17-035-40

I hereby certify that on January 26, 2018, a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served by
electronic mail to the following:

Utah Office of Consumer Services
Cheryl Murray — cmurray@utah.gov
Michele Beck — mbeck@utah.gov

Division of Public Utilities
Erika Tedder — etedder@utah.gov
Consultants:
dpeaco@daymarkea.com
aafnan@daymarkea.com
jbower@daymarkea.com

Assistant Attorney General

Patricia Schmid — pschmid@agutah.gov
Justin Jetter — jjetter@agutah.gov
Robert Moore — rmoore@agqutah.gov
Steven Snarr — stevensnarr@agutah.gov

Rocky Mountain Power

Jana Saba — jana.saba@pacificorp.com

Yvonne Hogle — yvonne.hogle@pacifcorp.com
Jeff Richards — robert.richards@pacificorp.com

McDowell Rackner Gibson PC
Katherine McDowell — katherine@mrg-law.com
Adam Lowney — adam@mrg-law.com

Pacific Power
Sarah K. Link — sarah.link@pacificorp.com
Karen J. Kruse — karen.kruse@pacificorp.com

Utah Association of Energy Users
Hatch, James & Dodge, P.C.

Gary A. Dodge — gdodge@hjdlaw.com
Phillip J. Russell — prussell@hjdlaw.com

Nucor Steel-Utah

Stone Mattheis Xenopoulous & Brew, P.C.
Peter J. Mattheis — pjm@smxblaw.com
Eric J. Lacey — ejl@smxblaw.com




Cohne Kinghorn
Jeremy R. Cook — jcook@cohnekinghorn.com

Interwest Energy Alliance
Manning Curtis Bradshaw & Bednar PLLC
Mitch M. Lonson — mlongson@mc2b.com

Tormoen Hickey LLC
Lisa Tormoen Hickey — lisahickey@newlawgroup.com

Utah Clean Enerqgy
Sophie Hayes — sophie@utahcleanenergy.org
Kate Bowman — kate@utahcleanenergy.org

Utah Industrial Energy Consumers

Parsons Behle & Latimer

William J. Evans — bevans@parsonsbehle.com
Vicki M. Baldwin — vbaldwin@parsonsbehle.com
Chad C. Baker — chaker@parsonsbehle.com

Western Resource Advocates

Jennifer E. Gardner — jennifer.gardner@westernresources.org
Nancy Kelly — nkelly@westernresources.org

Penny Anderson — penny.anderson@westernresources.org

Vetie Javen__

Katie Savarin
Coordinate, Regulatory Operations
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