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PGE Portland General Electric Company Douglas C. Tingey

Legal Department Assistant General Counsel
121 SW Salnion Street » Portland, Oregon 97204
{503) 464-8926 » Facsimile (503) 464-2200

July 17, 2007 RECEBVEB

Via Electronic Filing and U.S. Mail JUL 18 2007
Oregop Pub]i.c. Utility Commission Public Ullity Gommission of Oreqor
Attention: Filing Center Administrative Hearing Division
550 Capitol Street NE, #215

PO Box 21438

Salem, OR 97308-2148

Re: UE 188 - Biglow Canyon Wind Farm

Attention Filing Center:

Enclosed for filing in UE 188 are an on'gin_al and five copies of:

« JOINT BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF STIPULATION; and
¢ STIPULATION (copies only).

The Joint Brief, by Portland General Electric, Staff of the Public Utility Commission of Qregon, the
Citizens’ Utility Board of Oregon, and the Industrial Customers of Northwest Utilities, supports the
Stipulation between these same parties. When the Stipulation was filed on June 20, 2007, we
inadvertently omitted an attachment to the Stipulation. A copy of the Stipulation (with Attachment A) is
also enclosed. Please replace the previously filed copy with the attached Stipulation.

The Stipulation and Joint Brief have been entered into by all parties that participated in the settlement
conference in this matter. The parties to the Stipulation and Joint Brief are also the only parties that bave
filed testimony in this docket. '

These documents are being filed electronically. Hard copies will be sent via postal mail.

An exira copy of this cover letter is enclosed. Please date stamp the extra copy and return it to me in the
envelope provided.

Thank you in advance for your assistance.

Sincerely,

N

[
DZQG%T]NGEY

DCT:jbf
Enclosures
cc: Service List-UE 188
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
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In the Matter of the Revised Tariff Schedules )  STIPULATION
for Electric Service in Oregon filed by )
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC )
COMPANY )

This Stipulation (“Stipulation) is among Portland General Electric Company (“PGE”),
Staff of the Public Utility Commission of Oregon (“Staff”), the Citizens’ Utility Board of
Oregon, and the Industrial Customers of Northwest Utilities, (collectively, the “Stipulating
Parties™). |

I. INTRODUCTION

On March 2, 2007, PGE filed Advice No. (7-07 for a general rate revision to include in
rates the costs and benefits of the first phase of the Biglow Canyon wind project (“Biglow
Canyon 17) located in Sherman County, Oregon. The filing requested an increase in retail rates
of about $13 million based upon the revenue requirement of the Biglow Canyon 1 project u.sing a
2008 test period. The Stipulating Parties agreed not to seek re-examination of the issues
addressed in PGE’s recently concluded general rate case, UE 180/181/184. On March 29, 2007,
the advice filing was suspended by the Commission, and on March 21, 2007, the Administrative
Law Jﬁdge held a Prehearing Conference and established a procedural schedule.

Staff and intervenors have propounded, and PGE has responded to, many data requests in

this docket. During this docket additional information has become available and PGE has agreed

to the following changes to the costs initially filed:

a. Increase expected National Energy Policy Act credits from $19/MWh to $20/MWh.
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b. Include certain BPA wheeling credits in costs and revenues.

c. Revise the total quantity of forecast output for Biglow, and its expected shape across
the year.

The result of these changes, and estimates of the effects of the changes set forth below in this
Stipulation (excluding any estimates associated with item 2C identified below), is a reduction in
PGE’s request to about $9.4 million. An Excel spreadsheet including these updated costs and

revenues is included as Attachment A.

A Settlement Conference was held on May 31, 2007, open to all parties. As a result of
those settlement discussions, the Stipulating Parties have agreed to certain adjustments to PGE’s
requested revenue requirement in this docket. The Stipulating Parties submit this Stipulation to
the Commission and request that the Commission adopt orders in this docket implementing the
following.

II. TERMS OF STIPULATION

1. This Stipulation is entered to settle the issues described below. This Stipulation
does not resolve the issues surrounding the yearly changes in the projected fixed costs of Biglow
Canyon 1 until PGE’s next general rate case. The Stipulating Parties agree that the only issue
addressed in testimony in this Docket will be whether there should be a means to address yearly
changes in the projected fixed costs of Biglow Canyon 1 until PGE’s next general rate case, and
if the Commission decides there should be an annual adjustment, how thaf adjustrnent should be
made.

2. The Stipulating Parties agree that PGE will reduce ifs revenue requirement
request, including appropriate rate base modifications, to reflect the following agreements and
adjustments and agree to the other provisions below:

A. State income tax rate. A composite state tax rate of 5.12% will be used in
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calculating the revenue requirement of Biglow Canyon 1 under Schedule 120.

B. Property tax exemption. PGE is currently negotiating with Sherman County

and the State of Oregon for a partial property tax exemption for Biglow
Canyon 1 that, if granted, will reduce property taxes in 2008 below the
amount included in PGE’s mitial filing. The parties agree that the tax expense
used to establish rates under Schedule 120 will reflect ény such reduction in
property taxes for the 2008 test year, net of any costs that are incurred as a
result of commitments thét PGE may make to Sherman County as part of any
settlement to obtain partial property tax exemptions for Biglow Canyon 1.

C. ETO pavment. PGE is negotiating fundﬁg from the Energy Trust of Oregon
to cover the difference between the cost of Biglow Canyon 1°s output and
expected market prices. PGE expects any such funding to be in the form of a
one-time payment from the ETO, but the amount is presently unknown. The
Stipulating parties agree that any payment received by PGE will be booked by
PGE or paid to a contractor such that the rate base associated with Biglow
Canyon 1 will be reduced by the amount of any such payment.

D. Integration costs and modeling. The Stipulating parties agree that PGE will

include as a cost of Biglow Canyon 1 an assumed level of integratioﬁ costs of
$5.50 per MWh. The Stipulating Parties also agree that PGE should pursue
modeling the integration costs of wind generation in its Monet power cost
model. Accordingly, the Stipulating Parties agree that, notwithstanding the
specific updates allowed ﬁnder Schedule 125 (Annual Power Cost Update)

and the agreement in this paragraph regarding the assumed level of integration
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costs, PGE may propose revisions to its Monet model to incorporate the
mtegration of Biglow Canyon 1 and other wiﬁd projects m the 2009 Annual
Power Cost Update Tariff proceeding. Parties in the 2009 Annual Power Cost
Update Tariff proceeding are free to take any position on any PGE proposal in
that proceeding regarding the appropriate integration costs.

E. For purposes of deriving energy rates for 2009 and beyond, the parties agree
that PGE will move the net variable power cost (NVPC) impact of Biglow
Canyon 1 from Schedule 120 and incorporate the NVPC impact in the Annual
Update Tariff (AUT) proceeding or general rate case (1f applicable).

F. Book life.

a. PGE expended about $13 million for transmission network upgrades
of the BPA transmission system from Biglow Canyon 1 to PGE’S
system. BPA will repay PGE, with interest, the cost of the upgrades
over an approximately five year period beginning when Biglow
Canyon [ is on-line. The Stipulating Parties agree that the bpok life of
these BPA network upgrades will be five years to correspond with the
time during which BPA will repay PGE the costs of the upgrades.

b. PGE’s filing used a 25-year book life for the Biglow Canyon 1
generating assets. The Stipulating Parties agree that a 27-year life will
be used for purposes of this case and until revised in a future PGE
depreciation study docket.

G. Provision for delay. The Stipulating Parties agree that any delay in

completion of Biglow Canyon 1 beyond January 1, 2008, should be
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handled in a manner consistent with the Commission’s orders regarding
the Port Westward plant in docket UE 180/181/184. Specifically:

(1) When Biglow Canyon I is completed, PGE will file revised tariffs
implementing the rates set in this docket along with an attestation by a
PGE corporate officer that Biglow Canyon I’s operational testing has been
completed and the plant has been released to the system dispatcher for full
commercial operation (the “Compliance Filing™). If the plant becomes
operational on or before March 1, 2008, the rates will become effective the
later of: (1) January 1, 2008, or (2) the day following the Compliance
Filing.

(2) If the plant becomes operational on or after March 2, 2008, and on or
before July 1, 2008, the rates will be implemented the day following the
Compliance Filing, subject to refund, and the following procedure will
occur: Subject to the provision in paragraph (3)(c) below, Staff and
ntervenors will have 15 days from the online date to submit a motion
seeking a reopening of this docket for re-examination of PGE’s costs in
light of changes since the date the final order in this docket was issued.
‘The motion need not include an evidentiary showing, but should identify
specific costs that have changed from the test year expenses and include
an estimate of the cost impact. PGE, Staff and other parties will have until
30 days after the online date to file a reply to any motion.

(3) To facilitate discovery if the plant online date is after March 1, 2008,
but on or before July 1, 2008, the following provisions will apply:

a. If and when PGE becomes aware that the plant may not be
onhine by March 1, 2008, it will notify the parties to this case
that the plant may be delayed (the “Potential Delay Notice™).

b. Parties may begin submitting data requests to review PGE’s
costs the earlier of March 2, 2008, or the date of any Potential
Delay Notice.

c. Under no circumstances will the parties have less than 30 days
from the Potential Delay Notice to make the motion described
mn paragraph (2) above.

d. After PGE makes its Compliance Filing, PGE will make best
efforts to respond to data requests within 5 business days.

(4) If Biglow Canyon 1 does not become operational until after July 1,
2008, PGE must make a new filing to add the plant to rate base when it
meets the used and useful standard.

G. Dispatch update. PGE will update the dispatch benefits of Biglow Canyon
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1 consistent with and on the same schedule as updates in PGE’s 2008

Annual Power Cost Update Tariff docket, UE 192.

L Special Condition 4. The Stipulating Parties agree that Special Condition

4 of Schedule 120 should read as follows:

For purposes of Schedule 126 (Annual Power Cost Variance Mechanism),

actual NVPC will be adjusted to remove the impact of any power

produced by Biglow Canyon 1 prior to January 1, 2008. The following
adjustments will be made:

1) Actual NVPC will be increased by the value of any Biglow Canyon 1
energy. The value of Biglow Canyon 1 energy will be determined
based on the monthly average of the daily Dow Jones Mid-Columbia
Daily on- and off-peak Electricity Firm Price Index (DJ-Mid-C Index)

2) Actual NVPC will be reduced by integration costs for any Biglow
Canyon | energy, assumed at $5.50/MWh.

3) Actual NVPC will be increased by any BPA credits for wheeling
associated with Biglow Canyon 1 energy.

3. The Stipulating Parties recommend that the Commission approve the various rate
base, expense and other revenue adjustments described herein.

4. The Stipulating 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.

5. The Parties agree that this Stipulation is in the public interest and will result in
rates that are fair, just and reasonable.

6. If this Stipulation is challenged by any other party to this proceeding, or any other
party seeks a revenue requirement for PGE that departs from the terms of this Stipulation, the
Stipulating Parties reserve the right to cross-examine witnesses and put in such evidence as they

deem appropriate to respond fully to the issues presented, including the right to raise issues that

are incorporated in the settlements embodied 1n this Stipulation. Notwithstanding this
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reservation of rights, the Stipulating Parties agree that they will continue to support the
Commission’s adoption of the terms of this Stipulation.

7. If the Commission rejects all or any material part of this Stipulation, or adds any
material condition to any final order which is not contemplated by this Stipulatién, each Party
reserves the right to withdraw from this Stipulation upon written notice to the Commission and
the other Parties within five (5) business days of service of the final order that rejects this
Stipulation or adds such material condition. Nothing in this paragraph provides any Stipulating
Party the right to withdraw from this Stipulation as a result of the Commission’s resolution of the
issue identified in Paragraph 1 that this Stipulation does not resolve.

8. This Stipulation will be offered into the record in this proceeding as evidence
pursuant to OAR § 860-14-0085. The Stipulating Parties agree to support this Stipulation
throughout this proceeding and in any appeal, provide witnesses to sponsor this Stipulation at the
hearing, and recommend that the Commission issue an order adopting the settlements contained
herein. The Stipulating Parties also agree to cooperate in drafting and submitting the explanatory
brief or written testimony required by OAR § 860-14-0085(4).

9. By entering into this Stipulation, no Party shall be deemed to have approved,
admitted or consented to the facts, principles, methods or theories employed by any other Party
n arriving at the terms.of this Stipulation. Except as provided in this Stipulation, no Party shall
be deemed to have agreed that any provision of this Stipulation is appropriate for resolving
issues in any other proceeding.

10. - This Stipulation may be signed in any number of counterparts, each of which will
be an original for all purposes, but all of which taken together will constitute one and the same

agreement.
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DATED this 20™ day of June, 2007.

/SI DOUGLAS C. TINGEY

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
COMPANY

/S/ STEPHANIE ANDRUS

STAFF OF THE PUBLIC UTILITY
COMMISSION OF OREGON

/S/ JASON EISDORFER

CITIZENS’ UTILITY BOARD
OF OREGON

/S MATTHEW W. PERKINS

INDUSTRIAL CUSTOMERS OF
NORTHWEST UTILITIES
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DATED this2> day of June, 2007,
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DATED this 20" day of June, 2007.

PORTLAND GENERAIL ELECTRIC
COMPANY

STAFF OF THE PUBLIC UTILITY
COMMISSION OF OREGON

A b —

CITIZENS’ UTILITY BOARD
OF OREGON

INDUSTRIAL CUSTOMERS OF
NORTHWEST UTILITIES
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Bigiow Revenue Requirement
Dollars in $000s
Inputs in Yellow

Revenue Requirement

NVPC

O&M

A&G
Uncollectibles
Depr / Amort
Properiy Taxes
Franchise Fees
Income Taxes
Total Expenses

Utility Operating Income
Check

Gross Plant in Service
Accumulated Depreciation
Accumulated Deferred Taxes
Net Plant in Service

Working Cash
Rate Base

Income Taxes:
Revenues

Book Expenses
Interest

Perm Sch M

Temp Sch M

State Taxable Income

State Tax Expense @ 6.617%
BETC State Credits

Net State Taxes

Federal Taxable Income
Federal Tax Expense @ 35%
NEPA Federal Tax Credits
Net Federal Taxes

Deferred Tax Expense

Total Income Tax Expense

Settlement Items Impacting 2008 Biglow Revenue Requirement

9] 2 3 ) (5 (6 (7 (8) %) el
As Filed AddTNEPA Revised BPA Credits / ICNUDR#36  Revise State Biglow Gen  Prop Taxes Integration  Revised for
See Exhibit 201 to $20/MWh Dispatch Amort of Trans Inv.  As Revised Tax Rate to 27 Yrs to 2008 Exp  $5.50/Mwh__ Settlement _ Checks
12,961 (654) (192) (173) 11,900 (117 (840) (1,085 (416) 9,442 9,442
(24,080) (24,482)
5,906 5,906
530 530
(43 63 {2) 50 0.530%
14,049 13,208
2,094 e 1,047
303 (16) (4) (4) 278 3 (20} (25) (10) 221 2.34%
(5,143} (671) (384) (12} {6,211) (113} 7 2 (5 {6,319)
(6,465} (691) (191) (22} {71,371) (116) {858} (1,080 (414) (9,835}
(3} (D {152) 19,270 (1) 18 (5) (2) 19,281
3} (n (152) 19,270 (1) 18 (3 (2} 19,281
260,742 260,742
(8,683 (8.263)
(19,226) (19,387)
- - (1,833 232,833 - - - 233,092
(336) (36) (10) {1) (383} (6) (45) (56) 22 (5i2)
234,330 (36) {10) (1,834 232,450 (6) 215 (56) (22) 232,581
(694) 11,900 (117} {840} (1,085) (416) 9,442
(20) (1,160) (3) (865) {1,078) (414) (3,520)
(h 7,531 (® 7 2) (1} 7,536
(£,620) , {1,6200
; 77,247 78,083
(673) (384) (792) (70,099 (113 (823) (5} 2) (71,042)
(45) (25) (52) (4,638} (42) (0 (0 (3,637) 5.12%
(1,000} (1,000)
(5 (45) (25} (52) (5.638) (42) ) {0} (4,637)
(62,734) (629 (359 (739) {64.461) (1,157) (781) 4 2) (66,405)
(21,957) (220) (259 (22,561) (405} (273) @) (H 23,242y  35.00%
(8,370) (8,370)
(29,687) (627} {259) (30,931} (2) (@) (31,612)
30,060 - - 299 30,359 - - 29,930  38.3238%
(5,143) (671) (384) {12} (6,211 ) (H (6,319 (6,319
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day caused the Joint Brief in Support of Stipulation and
Stipulation (with Attachment A) to be served by electronic mail to those parties whose email
addresses appear on the attached service list, and by First Class US Mail, postage prepaid and
properly addressed, to those parties on the attached service list who have not waived paper
service.

Dated at Portland, Oregon, this 17® day of July 2007.

7))

};bU’GL{xs C. TINGEY
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LOWREY R. BROWN
CITIZENS' UTILITY BOARD OF
OREGON

lowrey@ocregoncub.org

(Paper service waived)

JASON EISDORFER

CITIZENS' UTILITY BOARD OF
OREGON

jason @oregoncub.org

{(Paper service waived)

ROBERT JENKS

CITIZENS' UTILITY BOARD OF
OREGON

bob®@oregoncub.org

(Paper service waived)

DAVISON VAN CLEVE, P.C.
MATTHEW W. PERKINS
333 SW.TAYLOR - STE 400
PORTLAND, OR 97204

mail @dvclaw.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - PAGE 2

SERVICE LIST

UE 188

STEPHANIE 5. ANDRUS
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
REGULATED UTILITY & BUSINESS
SECTION

1162 COURT ST. N.E.

SALEM, OR 973014096
stephanie.andrus @state.or.us

JUDY JOHNSON

PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
P.O. BOX 2148

SALEM, OR 97204
judy.johnson@state.or.us

RFI CONSULTING INC

RANDALL J. FALKENBERG PMB 362
8343 ROSWELL RD

SANDY SPRINGS, GA 30350
consultrfi @aol.com

KEN LEWIS

2980 N.W. MONTE VISTA TERRACE
PORTLAND, OR 97210

K105pdx @comcast.net

DANIEL MEEK
ATTORNEY AT LAW
10949 S.W. 4™ AVENUE
PORTLAND, OR 97219
dan@meek.net




