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Despite PacifiCorp's diligent efforts, certain information protected from disclosure by the attorney-client privilege or other applicable privileges 
or law may have been included in its responses to these data requests.  PacifiCorp did not intend to waive any applicable privileges or rights by 
the inadvertent disclosure of protected information, and PacifiCorp reserves its right to request the return or destruction of any privileged or 
protected materials that may have been inadvertently disclosed.  Please inform PacifiCorp immediately if you become aware of any inadvertently 
disclosed information.    

CalPA Data Request 6.1 
 
2022 WMP Update submission, and to the attached Follow-up Accident Report 
submitted to the CPUC regarding the Slater Fire (the “Accident Report”), dated 
October, 16, 2020 - the Accident Report states that “Pacific Power is conducting a full 
investigation of the cause and origin of the fire.”  

(a) Please provide Pacific Power’s analysis of the cause and origin of the Slater Fire. 
 

(b) Please include all documentation (including but not limited to root cause analyses, 
risk and mitigation analyses, reports, work papers, etc.) regarding the analysis 
discussed in subpart (a) above. 

 
1st Supplemental Response to CalPA Data Request 6.1 

 
Further to the Company’s response to CalAdvocates Data Request 6.1 dated May 24, 
2022, the Company provides the following additional information: 
 
(a) PacifiCorp objects; PacifiCorp’s investigation of the Slater Fire is protected by the 

attorney-client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine; there is pending 
litigation regarding the Slater Fire. Subject to objections, PacifiCorp responds as 
follows: on September 8, 2020, PacifiCorp’s Office of General Counsel initiated a 
confidential and privileged investigation regarding the facts surrounding the Slater 
Fire. The privileged investigation was initiated and conducted to aid PacifiCorp’s 
counsel with the provision of legal advice in connection with current and/or 
anticipated litigation and to prepare for trial, and is, therefore, conducted under the 
attorney-client privilege and protected by the attorney work product doctrine. 
PacifiCorp’s Office of General Counsel and PacifiCorp’s outside litigation counsel 
conducted the privileged investigation confidentially with the assistance, under the 
supervision and direction of counsel, of PacifiCorp employees, including PacifiCorp 
engineers, foresters, and line personnel, among others. PacifiCorp’s Office of General 
Counsel and PacifiCorp’s outside litigation counsel have also consulted with retained 
experts. PacifiCorp’s outside counsel, in-house counsel, claims investigators, and 
subject matter experts have spent considerable time and expense conducting 
PacifiCorp’s investigation into the cause and origin of the Slater Fire. Litigation 
regarding the Slater Fire is ongoing, and the privileged investigation continues to this 
day. PacifiCorp’s legal team is not typically involved in PacifiCorp’s investigations 
into the cause and origin of powerline-adjacent fires unless litigation is expected. 
When litigation is expected, as here, a primary purpose of the investigation is to assist 
counsel in preparing for trial. Outside of the privileged investigation, PacifiCorp 
Power has not conducted an analysis of the cause and origin of the Slater Fire. For 
certain incidents, PacifiCorp employees may be involved in an analysis to determine 
whether electric facilities were involved in any fire ignition. Because of the 
immediate threat of litigation with respect to the Slater Fire, however, this type of 
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analysis did not occur with respect to the Slater Fire. Instead, PacifiCorp’s Office of 
General Counsel immediately initiated its investigation in preparation of litigation. 
 

(b) PacifiCorp objects; PacifiCorp’s investigation of the Slater Fire is protected by the 
attorney-client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine; there is pending 
litigation regarding the Slater Fire. Subject to the foregoing objection, PacifiCorp 
responds as follows:  
 
A privilege log regarding the response and objection to CalPA 6.1(b) is as follows: 

 
Document Title Author From To Date 
Memorandum 
Regarding Slater Fire 
Investigation 

Hueston 
Hennigan LLP 

Derek Flores PacifiCorp Office 
of General Counsel 

Memorandum remains in 
draft form and all prior 
draft versions are 
incorporated  
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CalPA Data Request 6.2 
 
2022 WMP Update submission, and to the attached Follow-up Accident Report 
submitted to the CPUC regarding the Slater Fire (the “Accident Report”), dated 
October, 16, 2020 - This question pertains to external documents, meaning any 
investigation, examination, or analysis of the Slater Fire that was not performed by 
PacifiCorp. 
 
(a) Please provide any external investigation reports that PacifiCorp possesses regarding 

the Slater Fire, including but not limited to CPUC or U.S. Forest Service investigation 
reports. 
 

(b) Are you aware of any external investigation reports or analyses pertaining to the 
Slater Fire, aside from those covered by part (a) of this question? If so, please identify 
each such document. 

 
2nd Supplemental Response to CalPA Data Request 6.2 
 

Further to the Company’s prior responses to CalAdvocates Data Request 6.2, the 
Company provides the following additional information: 
 
(a) Please refer to the Company’s 1st Supplemental response to CalPA Data Request 6.1 

subpart (a). 
 

(b) Please refer to the Company’s 1st Supplemental response to CalPA Data Request 6.1 
subpart (b). 
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CalPA Data Request 6.3 
 
2022 WMP Update submission, and to the attached Follow-up Accident Report 
submitted to the CPUC regarding the Slater Fire (the “Accident Report”), dated 
October, 16, 2020 
 
(a) T Based on the reports and analyses addressed in questions 1 and 2, what has 

PacifiCorp learned about wildfire risk in its service territory and wildfire mitigation 
methods. Please identify each lesson separately.    
 

(b) Please state the basis of each lesson identified in part (a) above. 
 

1st Supplemental Response to CalPA Data Request 6.3 
 
Further to the Company’s response to CalAdvocates Data Request 6.3 dated May 24, 
2022, the Company provides the following additional information: 
 
(a) PacifiCorp objects; PacifiCorp’s investigation of the Slater Fire is protected by the 

attorney-client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine; there is pending 
litigation regarding the Slater Fire. Subject to objections, PacifiCorp responds as 
follows: as set forth in the Company’s 1st Supplemental response to CalPA Data 
Request 6. 1, PacifiCorp’s investigation to date has focused on litigation defense. 
After the internal investigation is complete, and at the appropriate time, PacifiCorp 
may conduct additional analysis based on such investigation. At this time, PacifiCorp 
disputes whether the Slater Fire ignition was associated with electrical facilities. 
Without making any admissions and reserving all of its rights to dispute any item in 
the investigation report completed by the United States Forest Service (USFS), which 
concluded that the cause of the fire was power lines downed by a fallen tree, 
PacifiCorp emphasizes that the USFS found the subject tree to be approximately 43 
feet outside of the right of way.  USFS also concluded that the tree, though burned 
from the fire, showed evidence of green healthy needles and was producing cones.  
The USFS entomologist described the subject tree as one that would not be classified 
as a hazard tree given its outward appearance.  Even assuming that the USFS is 
correct in its conclusion that the Slater Fire is related to electric facilities, PacifiCorp 
does not believe that the failure of this type of tree, which could not have been 
identified as a hazard tree, warrants any modifications to PacifiCorp’s vegetation 
management practices. Again assuming that the USFS is correct, PacifiCorp believes 
that an ignition caused by this green tree, which could not have been identified as a 
hazard tree, would further support PacifiCorp’s commitment to system hardening 
projects using covered conductor technologies. Again assuming that the USFS is 
correct, PacifiCorp will continue to evaluate whether such scenarios warrant broader 
use of public safety power shut-off (PSPS), still recognizing that many experts and 
stakeholders have cautioned against using PSPS. 
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(b) PacifiCorp’s investigation of the Slater Fire is protected by the attorney-client 
privilege and the attorney work product doctrine; there is pending litigation regarding 
the Slater Fire. Subject to objections, PacifiCorp responds as follows:  
 
The bases for each lesson are identified in the Company’s response to subpart (a) 
above. 
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CalPA Data Request 6.4 
 
2022 WMP Update submission, and to the attached Follow-up Accident Report 
submitted to the CPUC regarding the Slater Fire (the “Accident Report”), dated 
October, 16, 2020 - the Accident Report also states that “Pacific Power is repairing the 
[sic] all the facilities affected by the fire”. 
 
(a) Please provide a detailed description of these repairs referenced above. 

 
(b) Please provide a detailed description of any other changes made to Pacific Power’s 

system as a result of the Slater Fire and resultant investigations. 
 

1st Supplemental Response to CalPA Data Request 6.4 
 
Further to the Company’s response to CalAdvocates Data Request 6.4 dated May 24, 
2022, the Company provides the following additional information: 
 
(a) Please refer to the Company’s 1st Supplemental response to CalPA Data Request 6.3 

subpart (a). 
 

(b) PacifiCorp objects; PacifiCorp’s investigation of the Slater Fire is protected by the 
attorney-client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine; there is pending 
litigation regarding the Slater Fire. Subject to objections, PacifiCorp responds as 
follows:  
 
The repairs identified in the Company’s response to subpart (a) reflect a change to the 
system as a result of the Slater Fire; in addition, please refer to the Company’s  1st 
Supplemental response to CalPA Data Request 6.1 and CalPA Data Request 6.3; no 
other specific changes to the system have been made as a result of the Slater Fire, 
although PacifiCorp may continue to evaluate whether the alleged causes of the Slater 
Fire influence any public safety power shut-off (PSPS) decision-making. 
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