Small Business Utility Advocates
621 SW Morrison Street, Suite 1025
Portland, OR 97205
541-270-6001
www.utilityadvocates.org

February 14, 2022

Oregon Public Utility Commission
Attn: Filing Center

PO Box 1088

Salem, OR 97308-1088
puc.filingcenter@puc.oregon.gov

Re:  UE 394 Portland General Electric Company Request for General Rate Revision
Errata Rebuttal Testimony of Small Business Utility Advocates

Greetings Filing Center:

Small Business Utility Advocates (“SBUA”) files non-substantive corrections to its Rebuttal
Testimony of Small Business Utility Advocates filed originally on January 13, 2022. These
corrections are as follows:

« Exhibits labelled originally SBUA/200 and SBUA/300 are SBUA/102 and SBUA/103.

» An incomplete sentence “Revenue requirement is material to rate spread for the reason that
xxx.” is deleted. (Page Steele/12)

* The date the third partial stipulation was filed is corrected to read “January 18, 2022”.

SBUA files the document corrected as referenced above, herein and ask that it be received and
replace the document filed on January 13, 2022, and on February 9, 2022 with Motion of Small
Business Utility Advocates to Admit Pre-Filed Testimony & Exhibits for inclusion in the Record
in this matter. SBUA apologizes for any inconvenience.

Sincerely,

s/ Diane Henkels

Diane Henkels

Attorney for SBUA
diane@utilityadvocates.org

BESBUA

Small Business Utility Advocates
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

OF OREGON
UE 394

In the Matter of )

) REBUTTAL TESTIMONY
Portland General Electric Company )

) AND EXHIBITS
Request for a General Rate Revision )

)

)

SBUA files the below documents in the above-referenced matter:

SBUA/100 Opening Testimony of William A. Steele

SBUA/101 Qualifications of William A. Steele

SBUA/102 Administrative Law Judge Bench Request of September 1, 2021
SBUA/103 Portland General Electric Company September 21, 2021 response to Bench

Request

Submitted: January 13,2022

ZSBUA

Small Business Utility Advocates

s/ Diane Henkels

Diane Henkels

Attorney, Small Business Utility Advocates
www.utilityadvocates.org

621 SW Morrison St. Ste 1025

Portland, OR 97205

541-270-6001 / diane@utilityadvocates.org
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OF OREGON

UE 394

SMALL BUSINESS UTILITY ADVOCATES

REBUTTAL TESTIMONY AND EXHIBITS OF WILLIAM A. STEELE

JANUARY 13, 2022
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I. INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE OF TESTIMONY

Please state your name and business address.

My name is William A. Steele. My business address is 9554 Brentford Drive, Highlands
Ranch, CO 80130.

What is your occupation?

I am an independent consultant in the field of public utility regulation and president of
Bill Steele and Associates LLC. A more detailed description of my qualifications is set
forth in my Statement of Qualifications at the conclusion of my Rebuttal Testimony as
Attachment WAS-1. I served as SBUA’s expert for the entirety of a recent electric utility
rate case UE 374 PacifiCorp d.b.a. Pacific Power Request for General Rate Revision, and
have provided expert advice to SBUA with regard to COVID-19 impacts on small
commercial customers.

On whose behalf are you testifying in this case?

I am testifying on behalf of the Small Business Utility Advocates (SBUA).

Would you please describe who is SBUA?

SBUA is a nonprofit 501(c)(3) organization that represents, protects, and promotes the
interests of small business utility customers. SBUA has over 200 members, of which
many are Oregon-based entities. Many Oregon SBUA members are customers of

Portland General Electric Company (“Company”). SBUA provides information and

assistance to small business with regard to utility matters. SBUA represents small
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business community regarding proceedings before utility commissions and other public
bodies, educates and provides advice to small businesses with respect to utility service.
Q. Have you previously testified before a public utility commission?
A. Yes. I have testified before the Colorado Public Utilities Commission
(“Commission”) on numerous occasions, and have also testified before the Nevada Public
Utilities Commission and the Oregon Public Utilities Commission.

Q. What other relevant experience have you had in utility regulation?

A. Prior to becoming an independent utility consultant, I spent over 30 years as a rate/
financial analyst at the Colorado Public Utilities Commission (“CPUC”) in the capacity
as a witness for trial staff and later in my career as an advisor to the Commissioners. |
have also been an instructor for over 20 years at the Center of Public Utilities (“CPU”) at
New Mexico State University, teaching at its semi-annual Basics of Regulation training
conference as well as I serve on the CPU’s Advisory Council. In addition to teaching at
the CPU, I also teach a training course for an organization called EUCI in Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) Uniform System of Accounts (“USofA”) accounting
for electric and gas utilities and a course on Alternative Ratemaking Mechanisms.

In addition, I have provided in-house training service for some of the following
organizations: the Colorado Public Utilities Commission, the Montana Public Service
Commission, Otter Tail Power, Cobb MEC, the Colorado Office of Consumer Council
and a consortium of executives from electric distribution utilities in Nigeria. Recently I

was a panelist for the National Regulatory Research Institute (“NRRI’’)’s May 27, 2020
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webinar on the impact of COVID-19 cost on ratemaking, where I discussed accounting
methods. I also teach an Introduction to Utility Accounting course as part of NRRI's
Regulatory Training Initiative.

Q. What is your experience with small commercial customers and electric utilities?

A. I have had experience dealing with issues with small commercial customers when I was a
Principal Financial Analyst at the Colorado Public Utilities Commission. After I retired
from the CPUC, I was asked by the Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel (OCC) if |
would apply to be on their Utility Consumers’ Board (UCB). The statutes creating the
OCC required creation of an eleven-member Utility Consumers' Board (UCB). In
accordance with legislation, seven of the members are appointed by the Governor of
which at least one member of the seven appointments will be actively engaged in
agriculture as a business, and at least two members of the seven appointments will be
owners of small business with 100 or fewer employees. In January 1999, I was appointed
by Governor Hickenlooper to the UCB to serve as one of the board members representing
small business interests. In March 2020, I was reappointed to the UCB by Governor
Polis to continue in my role as serving the interests of small businesses. In July of 1999 I
was elected chairman of the UCB by my peers. I have also run my own business for nine
years, that is, since May of 2012.

Q. What are SBUA’S areas of interest in this proceeding?

A. Per the Company’s original proposal, the Company sought to increase rates of small

commercial customers, that is, Schedule 32, by 7.8%, and this increase is one of the

largest increases proposed. Given the percentage increase over other consumers, SBUA
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has particular interest in rate spread to ensure that the portion that Schedule 32 is fair and
reasonable to the forecasted 94,649 customers as expressed in PGE/1200 MacFarlane-
Tang. In this particular rate case the rate spread rate design process has evolved
differently than, for example, another rate case UE 374 recently before this Commission.
In this docket, the Commission seeks a proposal of a process of deriving revenue
requirement and rate spread. We monitor the docket to see how this process is evolving
and where matters relate to rate spread and rate design and factors especially
determinative of rate spread, we are weighing in.

Q. Are there other particular areas of focus for SBUA?

A. Yes, SBUA has been closely following the impacts of COVID-19 pandemic on small
businesses and small commercial customers and wherc the rate case incorporates that
issue, SBUA is paying close attention. That includes the area of deferrals generally. In
addition, SBUA has focused review on the issues of decoupling and the costs of the Fee
Free Credit Card payments for small commercial customers and how the costs of Fee
Free Credit Card payments are allocated.

Q. What is the purpose of your testimony and how is it organized in this proceeding?

A. The purpose of this testimony is to lay background for SBUA’s positions, and identify the
explain the positions. My Rebuttal Testimony is organized as follows: Section I is the
introduction and purpose and summary of my testimony. Section Il summarizes the
foundation of the current testimony as set forth in the previous stipulations already

proposed in this docket including topics of cost of capital, cost of debt, adjustments,

revenue requirement, and deferrals. Section III also includes the foundation and, to a
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certain extent, SBUA’s position in a proposed Third Partial Stipulation, and SBUA’s
position regarding COVID-19 deferrals. Section III discusses the remaining unsettled
issues including Fee Free Credit Card costs.

Please summarize your recommendations.

Based upon my analysis of the Company’s filing and discovery responses, we support and

[ recommend the Commission approve the Third Partial Stipulation. We also look
forward to the opportunity to address the remaining revenue requirement issues and other
issues important to SBUA including rate spread and design.

II. PARTIAL STIPULATIONS
When you first began work in this docket had the parties already reached
agreement on certain subject areas?
Yes, when SBUA intervened the parties had already filed a partial stipulation on or about
September 30, 2021 which is referred to here as the “First Partial Stipulation.” The First
Partial Stipulation concerned the topics of cost of capital and debt.
What did you review to analyze the first partial stipulation of September 30, 2021?
[ reviewed PGE’s initial testimony and exhibits filed in this docket, as well as the Partial
Stipulation and the supporting Joint Testimony filed with the Partial Stipulation.
What was your overall conclusion of the partial stipulation?
[ concluded that the terms and conditions reached in the First Partial Stipulation fall
within a zone of reasonableness.

What expertise do you have regarding your review of cost of capital?

UE 394 Rebuttal Testimony of William A. Steele
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A. As delineated in my statement of qualification I was an Advisor at the Colorado Public
Utilities Commission with one of my areas of expertise in cost of capital. [ advised the
Commissioners as well as the Administrative Law Judges in cost of capital matters. [
currently an independent consultant providing my services across the county. I also teach
at the Center for Public Utilities at New Mexico State University. In addition, [ am
chairman of the Utility Consumer Board in Colorado. All these activities put me in the
position of knowing what is going on in the country on Cost of Capital Matters.

Q. Please walk us through some of the aspects of the first partial stipulation and
explain why you concluded they fell within a zone of reasonableness?

A. The reasons [ stated the First Partial Stipulation was in the zone of reasonableness was
how the Return on Equity or “ROE” was established. The 9.5 percent ROE fcll with a
range established by the Cost of Capital witnesses for PGE and Staff. This is the standard
regulatory practice of determining an ROE. The parties to the stipulation also validated
the 9.05 ROE was an appropriate by citing to the Commission having granted 9.05 ROE
to PacifiCorp in December 2020, as well as taking into consideration current market
conditions.

Q. What was another aspect of the first partial stipulation that allowed you to conclude
the partial stipulation fell with in a zone of reasonableness?

A. [t was the establishment of the capital structure. Both the PGE and Staff recommended a
notional Capital Structure of 50 percent Long-Term Debt and 50 percent Common

Equity, Hence the partial stipulation capital structure did fall within a zone of

reasonableness.
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Q. What are the aspects of the partial stipulation that allowed you to conclude the
partial stipulation fell with in a zone of reasonableness?

A. It was how the agreed-upon Cost of Long-Term Debt of 4.125 percent. According to the
partial stipulation by taking Together, the actions of: 1) updating PGE’s long-term debt
with the details of its recent issuance; 2) adding back the debt PGE associates with the
2020 trading losses; and, 3) updating the coupon rate on the forecasted November 2022
issuance to 3.68 percent after looking at pertinent financial market data — without
prorating, resulted in the agreed-upon Cost of Long-Term Debt of 4.125 percent.

Q. What was SBUA’S position to the first partial stipulation?

A. SBUA took no position.

Q. Did you review the Second Partial Stipulation?

A Yes, I reviewed the Second Partial Stipulation which pertains to various rate case

adjustments.

Q. What did you review regarding the Second Partial Stipulation?

A. I reviewed PGE’s testimony and exhibits filed in the docket, the Second Partial
Stipulation and supporting Joint Testimony.

Q. What was your overall conclusion of the second partial stipulation of December 2,
2021?

A. The terms and conditions reached in the Second Partial Stipulation fall within a zone of
reasonableness.

Q. What expertise to you regarding the resolved issues in the second partial

stipulation?
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As delineated in my statement of qualifications I have over forty years of regulatory
working in rates and accounting matters I also teach at the Center for Public Utilities at
New Mexico State University. In addition, I am chairman of the Utility Consumer Board
in Colorado. All these activities put me in the position of knowing what is the appropriate
regulatory treatment of the issues in the Second Partial Stipulation because rate case
adjustments are a regular part of my professional activity.
Please walk us through some of the aspects of the second partial stipulation and
explain why you concluded they fell within a zone of reasonableness?
Many of these settled issues are what I would categorize as rate case adjustments to what
the Company proposed initially. Basically, only costs that benefit the ratepayer should be
included in rates and those costs that do not benefit the ratepayer should be charged to the
shareholders. The settled issues represent the balance of costs assigned to ratepayers and
a portion of those costs assigned to the shareholders. Based on my professional
experience, I would state the regulatory treatment settled in this partial settlement falls
within a zone of reasonableness. For efficiency purposes I will list the as one group and
not discuss each one individually since the base regulatory cost/disallowance principles
are the same.
Integrated Operations Center (I0C), S-23 ($9m reduction)
Miscellaneous Directors’ Expenses, A-07 & C-05
Membership Costs, CAISO Membership, Meals & Entertainment, S-08, S-09, S-10

Accumulated Deferred Income Taxes (ADIT) Incentives, A-18

Two Capital Projects, S-03, S-04, A-12
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Three Rate Base Items, S-22, A-20, A-23 - Boardman and Colstrip
Directors’ Deferred Compensation Plan, A-
Directors’ and Officers’ (D&O) Liability Insurance, A-06
Did SBUA take part in the second stipulation negotiation?
SBUA took a very limited role in the negotiation of the Second Stipulation and took no
position.
What are some of the other categories of adjustments you have concluded fall within
a zone of reasonableness?
Those adjustments that fall within the zone of reasonableness that will be addressed in
another Commission proceeding such as adjustments that are deferrals, that is deferring
to another day in the future recuperation of costs of an expense. Deferrals is an important
discussion in this rate case.
Was there quite a bit still set for litigation after the First and Second Stipulations
wasn’t there?
Yes, there was revenue requirement that had not been resolved, rate spread and rate
design, decoupling, and several other issues.
Did SBUA engage in the negotiations leading up to proposed Third Partial
Stipulation?
Yes, the discussions leading to a Third Partial Stipulation took place over a span of about

a month beginning in early December.

Did that Third Partial Stipulation resolve all or most of the remaining issues?
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No, that stipulation is resolving some issues, but several topics were identified as not
resolvable in a Third Partial Stipulation.
Did you recommend in favor of the Third Partial Stipulation?
Yes, my testimony supporting the Third Partial Stipulation is available in that document.
Were the SBUA concerns regarding rate spread, fee free credit card payments,
COVID-19 related deferrals all part of the Third Partial Stipulation?
Settlement negotiations are confidential and so I cannot share on that, however, I can say
that revenue requirement is part of what is resolved in the Third Partial Stipulation.
SBUA opines here more specifically on fee free credit card payments, ensuring that

COVID-19 deferrals were not part of this rate case, and continued to follow the topic of

rate spread.

What did you review to advise SBUA on the third partial stipulation of January 18,

2022?

I reviewed PGE’s testimony and exhibits filed in this docket, as well as the partial
stipulation. Also, [ have reviewed a large number of data requests and corresponding
responses in the Huddle. Finally, I have been engaged in discussions and absorbed
information in that manner.

What expertise do you have with regard to the resolved issues in the third partial
stipulation?

As delineated in my statement of qualifications I have over forty years of regulatory

working in rates and accounting matters I also teach at the Center for Public Utilities at
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New Mexico State University. In addition, I am chairman of the Utility Consumer Board
in Colorado. All these activities put me in the position of knowing what is the appropriate
regulatory treatment of the issues in the Third Partial Stipulation.
What was your overall conclusion of the partial stipulation of January 18, 2022?
I recommended that SBUA sign on to the that Partial Stipulation because it falls within a
zone of reasonableness.
Please walk us through some of the aspects of the partial stipulation and explain
why you concluded they fell within a zone of reasonableness?
The terms and conditions reached in the partial stipulation fall within a zone of
reasonableness are bundled issues for a dollar amount of revenue requirement. I have
found this is a common method for resolve a large number of issues, hence that is why |
state this falls within a zone of reasonableness. Otherwise, the Joint Testimony sets forth
my views on the Third Stipulation.
What settlement issues did you wish to comment on?
I offer my comments on the issues of decoupling and also on deferrals.

What is decoupling?

Basically, “Decoupling” is a regulatory mechanism that removes the pressure on utilities

to sell as much energy as possible by eliminating the relationship between revenues and
sales volume. A decoupling mechanism is designed to make up to the utility for what the
utility loses in loss of sales due to decreased electricity consumption from energy
conservation.

What did the partial stipulation state for decoupling?
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A. In testimony, Staff supported PGE’s request to continue the current decoupling
mechanism but did not agree to the modifications proposed by PGE. In testimony, CUB
opposed PGE’s modifications to the rate limiter for decoupling mechanism.
Q. Drawing your attention to the SBUA /200 Bench Request and SBUA /300 PGE
Response to Bench Request, do you agree with the Company’s identification of

which of these deferrals is typical to e included in a rate case?

A. Yes.
Q. Are there any deferrals that are of particular concern to SBUA?

A. Yes, SBUA is concerned about the COVID-19 deferral. UE 394 / PGE / 2300 Tooman —

Batzler / 2 and UE 394 / PGE / 2300 Tooman — Batzler / 6.
Q. What is your concern regarding the COVID-19 deferral?

A. With respect to COVID-19 deferral, the Commission should examine this issue by itself
in a prudence review. This issue requires examination and a prudence review should be
thorough in this regard in order to ensure that rate impacts from COVID-19 are fair and
reasonable to small commercial customers. SBUA has maintained this stance in Oregon
basically throughout the COVID-19 proceedings.

IV. REMAINING UNSETTLED ISSUES

Q. Regarding the issue of rate spread, how do you view the process by which the
Commission is determining rate spread?

A. From my review of rate spread in this case, rate spread is how the Company will spread

the overall revenue requirement to each individual customer class. It is reasonable to
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derive scenarios from the utility of rate spread for the Commission to examine once the
revenue requirement is identified. An issue of paramount importance for SBUA is
ensuring the small businesses, that is, the small commercial customers, and especially
Schedule 32 customers, do not pay more than their fair share of any rates including rate
increases. Schedule 32 is a customer class facing one of the largest rate increases among
all the consumer classes in this rate case and so rate spread is a priority.
How is rate spread determined in this general rate case?
In this rate case the Commission has requested the Company run scenarios on revenue

requirement and rate spread. To date, rate spread remains an unresolved issue and SBUA

looks forward to participating in the resolution.
What is your recommendation concerning fee free credit card payments?

Information from our small businesses is that rarely do they have a utility cost of larger
than $1,500 and many are far less.

In your opinion should one rate payer class pay the cost of credit card payments of
another ratepayer class?

I agree with the Company’s position that each rate payer class would be assessed only for
the fees assessed for its class. We agree with the UE 394 / PGE / 1700 Bekkedahl —
McFarland / 10. Standard. ratemaking practices assigns each class of customers should
pay their fair share of costs and, where possible, costs should be directly assigned.

Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes.

UE 394 Rebuttal Testimony of William A. Steele













































Docket No. UE 394
Exhibit SBUA/102

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

OF OREGON

UE 394

SMALL BUSINESS UTILITY ADVOCATES

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE SEPTEMBER 1, 2021 BENCH REQUEST



ISSUED: September 1, 2021
Docket No. UE 394

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION SBUA/102
OF OREGON
UE 394
In the Matter of
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC BENCH REQUEST
COMPANY,
Request for a General Rate Revision.

On July 9, 2021, Portland General Electric (PGE) filed a request for a general rate
revision. Recognizing that PGE has numerous deferral requests and amortizations in
various stages before the Commission, the following questions are intended to facilitate a
complete understanding of the status of PGE’s pending deferrals and amortizations.

L Please provide a comprehensive list of all current deferral requests (both
pending requests and those authorized by the Commission). For each
deferral, indicate the dates for: (a) the initial request, (b) any renewal
requests, (c) any Commission authorizations, and (d) any anticipated
renewal requests.

5.3 For any authorized deferrals not yet subject to amortization, please
provide the current deferred balance, confirm when PGE anticipates that
total deferred costs will be known, and indicate when the company
anticipates requesting amortization. Additionally, for each authorized
deferral not yet subject to amortization, confirm whether PGE proposes
amortization in this proceeding, and explain why or why not.

3 For any authorized deferrals currently subject to amortization, identify
where such costs are being amortized.

PGE is directed to file responses by 3:00 p.m. on Wednesday, September 15, 2021. The
parties may file replies by 3:00 p.m. on Wednesday, September 29, 2021.

[ O

Alison Lackey
Administrative Law Judge

Dated this 1st day of September, 2021, at Salem, Oregon.
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September 21, 2021

Via Electronic Filing

Public Utility Commission of Oregon
Attention: Filing Center

P.O. Box 1088

Salem, OR 97308-1088

Re:  UE 394 Portland General Electric Company Request for a General Rate Revision

Dear Filing Center:

Attached for filing in the above referenced docket is Portland General Electric Company’s (PGE)
revised response to Administrative Law Judge Lackey’s Bench Request dated September 1,
2021. Attachment A provides the requested information. PGE previously submitted a revised
response on September 15, 2021 but inadvertently included the original attachment.

Included in this filing is Attachment A_Revised. Please see the footnote in response to question
two of the bench request.

Sincerely,

Isl Jaki Ferchdand

Jaki Ferchland
Manager, Revenue Requirement

JF:np
Enclosure
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Fiemible Load Plan {UM 1514 Non Residential Demand Respanse Pilols 10010 | 122012018 | 482019 | 19181
Fiaxible Lood Pian UM 1514 Non Rosidental Demand Response Pilols 12/202010 0212017 | 1012472017 17429
Flenible Load Plan 'UM 1514 Non Residontal Domand Responss Pilols JR010 | 126016 | ¥21/2097 174105
Flexible Lood Plon UM 1514 Non Rosidentsl Demand Response Pilols 122072010 | 121872015 1/26/2016 aad7
|Fieible Lood Pisn UM 1514 Non Residonial Demand Respanss Pilols 12292010 | 1212372014 112812015 16022
Flessble Lood Plon UM 1614 Non Residential Domand Responso Pilols 127202010 | 1211172013 | 1222014 14.0%
Fleiblo Load Plan 'UM 1514 |Nen Residontial Domand Response Pilols 121292010 | 12212002 | 2280203 13-058
UM 1514 Non Rosideniial Demand Rogponss Pilots 122002010 | 120232011
UM 1614 _Non Wu Qemand Response Picts 12/26/2010 NA 2012 | 12082
B 9 ARVND N2 682021 21158
I 42112020 NA 7/6/2020 20.208
UM 1938 TMM Wmm 4123018
UN 1938 Transportation Elecirificalion Piluts 4232018 4232020 | 10272020 20-381 e, Lot icts. emm complats
UM 1838 Transowtation Electification Pilols 437018 4202019 | 102112020 20-381
A 1638 T Bectfication NA 102772020 20-381
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T ‘ax Dolorrol T 3020 TERIR021 21028
co Balandng Account 12772018 mmm

UM 2089 _EE Gustomes Servcs Baioncing 12008 e fute
UM 1 Balancing ACCounts 1272272017 'm 12812021 | 21033
UM 1915 MMA Balancing Accounts 1202212007 104302010 117802020 20 443 Yes
‘UM 1815 MMA Balancing Accounts 1202212017 121372018 216/2018 18-044
UM 1615 Acoounts 1202202017 NA 5/8/2018 18157
UM 888 | foocing 1212008 m 7% 2397
UM 1986 MCBIT summ:oun 120712018 11412018 | 116/2020 20412
‘umm ucsn' 127018 _ % __li8n019 1020
UM 1 121872018 1\NVDD V132021 21011
mnm nmnxcmn- 1 1214712018
UM $061 TnCndm it 8202020’ | 20291
M 1988 1272902020 :
UM 1088 qwmm-u 12/1412018 100072018 | 1272072019 18441
UM 1988 Fodilities 12/14/2018 mwn -
IMAS77 11/8/2018 1A 21 21-108
UM 1977 Communily Saler Cosis 1182018 10/25/2019 ummm uan
UM 1877 Community Solar Cosis 11872018 NA 18

1 Costs (Porliand Harbor) T8 i
UM 1788 Environmental Remediation Costs (Fortiand Harbor) 711512016 720/2020 /252020 @ 20314
UM1789 Envronmental Remediet on Costs (Portiand Harbor) 512018 71472018 10242018 19347
UM 1788  Environmenial Remedistion Cosis (Porfand Harbor) 7m: 71172018 9/20/2018 18-357
UM 1788 Emimnmnld ‘Remadiston Tosts (Portend Herbor) 7 mvm’r w2017 17383
UM 1760 onrental Rem oddan(ﬁu& g H ;
U482 | Tl VIR PIOPhOIoveHtd w}mm ] m s W eny021 | 21108
UM 1482 chh‘l'-'l\ﬂ".— \ Rate Fiot] 5/872010 6182020 20-185
UM ME2 Feed in Tariff / VIR PilolPhatovoital tve Rats Plict] 58/2010 S8 8729/2019 19283
UM 1482 Feed in Tarilf / VIR PilotPhatavolisic Volumatric Incentive Rats Pllot] 5/8/2010 8472018 782018 18-258
UM 1482 Feed in Tariff / VIR PiotPhotovoliaic Volumelric incentve Rate Pilol] 5/8/2010 e8/2016 102017 17-304
UM 1482 Feed in Teril / VIR PllotPhotovollalc Volumelsic incontve Rate Pilol 51612010 SI512015 a9/12015 15-185
UM 1482 Feed InTaifl / VIR PlitPhotovoliaic Volumetric nceniive Rate Pl 58/2010 4RA2014 71222014 14-271
UM 1482 Feed in Tarif / VIR PllotP Rate Pilol] 58/2010 52/2013 71272013 13-250
UM 1482 Foed in Tarff/ VIR Pilot? Voiu u-nuq 582010 sur 12202
UM 1482 .Fuomnmnmom Incentive Rate P 5872010 482011 11-281
UM 1482 Feod In Tart / VIR PiciPhol bumetric incentive Rets Priol /872010 NA
y" SNA Sajes Normafization lﬂhm .' X 122V 21038
UM 1417 Decoupling SNA Ssies Normeizstion Ad). & Los| Rav Recovery (LRR) 1/30/2009 12/3012018 20031
UM 1417 Decougling SNA Sales Normalizalion Ad) & Los| Rav Recavery (LRR) 1/3072008 12/20/2018 18.088
UM 1417 Decoupling SNA Sales Normsiizelan Ad). & Loal Rev Recowery (LRR) 1/30/2008 12152017 18082
UM 1417 SNA Sales zation Ad]. & Los! Rev Recovery (LRR) 113012008 1211202018 17-108
UM 1417 Decoupling SNA Sales Normakzation Ad]. & Losl Rev {LRR) 130r2009 1272212015 16.0%
UM 1417 Dacouling SNA Seles Normalization Ad). & Losl Rev Recovery (LRR) 1302008 12302014 15018
UM 1417 Decoupling SNA Sales Normakization Ad). & Los! Rev Recovery (LRR) 1302008 12/10/2013 14020
UM 1417 Decoupling SNA Sales Normalization Ad). & Lost Rev Recovery (LRR) 1/30/2008 123122012 13.084
UM 1417 SNA Sales alizalion Ad] & Lost Rev Recovery (LRR) 1302008 11202012 12061
UM 1417 Wm SNA Seles Normalization Ad). & Losl Rav Recovery (LRR) 1302008 112012011 11110
UM 17 C smsuu = -M u.-nuwm 1/30/2008 1/20/2010 10477

Decouping SNAS orm sl zstian &LosiRey R R) 3012009 NA m_
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Deferrais roiaiod (0 angaing lloms UM 1301 Direct Accesa Open Enrdliment 212007 W00 12200 21034
v 212007 12302019 1/28/2020 2002
2172007 11142018 215/2018 18045
2/1/2007 12/14/2017 21172018 18034
21172007 1211/2018 212017 17-108 v,
2112007 12/18/2015  1/26/2018 18038 st
2/1/2007 121222014 BI2015 15023
20172007 12/20/2013 1222014 1402
2/112007 12802013 3/13/2013 13082
2172007 112002012 2Mi2012 12-084
2/12007 1202011 2/1812011 11058
21112007 12012010 31212010 10075
272007 11232009 202000 08070
21172007 1/17/2008 342008 08153
NA 3 07-
< 0 s 210
114712007 117202019 19-438
111712007 121172018 2152018 18.043
11712007 12132017 yarowe 18081
111712007 121712018 3212017 17-107
11712007 12112015 1/1212018 18-007
1147/2007 1200/2014 202402015 15088
11772007 12182013 2/18/2014 14050
11712007 12112012 212602013 13063
111712007 1212222014 2/14/2012 12051
[Deferrals relaied Lo ongoing ilans UM 1284 PCAM [Annusl Power Cosis Vardancs] 1/17/2007 12/15/2010 1282011 11042
(Deferrais relaied (o ongoing lams UM 1284 PCAM [Annual Power Cosis Variance) 11712007 12/1/2008 121268/2009 09505
[Deforrals rolaind (o ongoing llans UM 1284 PCAM [Annual Power Casts Variance] 111712007 12182008 172712008 08-023
Oelarals reiaied 1o onoing ilems UM 1284 PCAM Power Costs Vardanco] 111712007 1/16/2008 3/5/2008 08-154
Deferrals related (0 O0oing ilems UM 1204 PCAM meauumﬂ I'% NA 21212007 07-050
Deforrs d 10 ongoing Noms: 1103  inlenventr Funding 67272021 iz 21255
Defarmats relsted 10 ongoing lems UM 1103 inisrvenor Funding 81 1/2003 £282020 24262021 21068
Delarrate related 10 ongolng lems UM 1103 Inlervenor Funding &/11/2003 6/26/2019 780/2018 18-251
; { relsind to ongoing llems UM 1103 _Inlervenor Funding 8112003 82712018 8/23/2018 18-316
D refatad 10 ongoing ems UM 1103 inlervenor Funding /1122003 8/14/2017 SH4I017 17-348
Dedtrrais refated 1o angaing liens UM 1103 nlervenor Funding &11/2003 62372018 a(2018 18-205
Deolerrats red aled 10 ongoing liema UM 1103  inlervenor Funding 841122003 2212015 98/2015 15289
Dofarrais reiated o onguingliems UM 1103 intenvenor Funding 8/112003 62602014 TR22/2014 14-270
Defarrals relaled lo ongaingliems UM 1103  Inlervenor Funding 8/11/2003 6/2712013 85/2013 13.287
: reigled Mems UM 1103 inlorvenor Fuading 8/11/2003 6202012 1472012 12311
Deterrsis relsiod 1o ongaingtems UM 1103 Intervenor Funding 8/11/2003 612212011 102011 11282
Deforals relsted o ongoing Rems UM 1103 _inlervenor Funding 8/11/2003 6/1822010 9732010 10-342
D s relsted lo ongoing itsms UM 1103  Inlervenor Funding 8/41/2003 81212008 71132008 00-268
Deforraia redsted ko ongoing llems UM 1103 _ iniervenor Funding /1172003 6/5/2008 8262008 08-442
[Dafor ais related 10 ongoing ilems UM 1103 Intervencr Funding &11/2003 8/7/2007 712712007 07-324
: x relied to ongoing ltems UM 1103 Intervenor Funding 8/11/2003 6/7/2008 7N 7/2008 08412
0 s relsted o ongoing ilems UM 1103 intervenor Funding &/11/2003 §/13/2005 8282005 05-898
reialed o ongoing flems UM 1103  inlervenor Funding /1172003 520/2004 62802004 04-363
Deterrals related 10 ong g UM 1163 Sinyj 8/112003 NA 8/12/2003 03881
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Docket Deferrad Baisnce
No. Docket Dascription Subject to Amortization? In customer prices? (as of 7/31121)
UM 2184 Third Party Consuktants - IE for RFP [ Dofmral not yel authorized | Deferral rot yet authorized $ >
'UM 2158 Fabrusry 2021 ica Storm s, ey g ARl s gl yipnsinestirsorshobingededmdnad | SO T
(UM2115  Widire Ememency Wit propose frough UE fiing In 2022 :lﬁnmmhMm-mm $  32069,107.15
|UM2113  BPSC Microgrid Storage (AAC for UM 1858 Microgrid) Proposed Schedule 138 In UE394 tq_mmhhg.m:gmu I | -
Wil proposa to begin amortzation in over @ muli-year perod
UM2084 COVID 19 Costs Deferral WE propose Bvough UE Ming ln 2022 Fuion Wik $  18,838,38253
UM 2018 Widve | Deferral not yat authorized -Beferraiiot yal suthcd red s .
UM 1348 Cust Touch Points** Deforrsi notyeloutiadzad Deferral nol yo! auth s P
‘UM2003 EV Charging Station Defens! Proposed Schedule 1601n UE 384 To Inchide In Mey 8, 2022 p riceeffective delo ) 47148081
/UM2078  Residentsl Batigry Stormge Detena! Proposed Schedule 138 In UE 384 Tolincluda In Mey 8, 2022 price afisative dais s 200,417.25
UM 1838  Transporalion Slectrificstion-Pliots— Prposed Schodute 160 In UE 384 To Include In May 8, 2022price eflecive dets $ 715948.27

* No emounts deferred, estimeted $11 6 milion of costs
* No amaunts deforred, estimated $158 milion of costs
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Docket
No. Docket Description Amortization Schedule
UM 2046 OPUC Fee Deferral Schedule 105
UM 2037 Oregon Corp Activities Tax Schedule 131
UM 1976 Demand Response Test Bed Schedule 135
‘UM 1827 Water Heater Pilot Schedule 135
UM 1708 'Residential Demand Response Pilots (ongoing) Schedule 135
jUM 1514 Non Residential Demand Response Pilots Schedule 135
UM 2131 MSHS Tax Deferral Schedule 103
UM 1915 MMA Balancing Accounts Base Rates - GRC
UM 1986 MCBIT Balancing Account Schedule 106
UM 2039 EE Customer Service Balancing Account Schedule 110
UM 1991 R&D Tax Credits Schedule 105
UM 1988 Qualifying Facilities Schedule 125
UM 1977 Community Solar Costs Schedule 136
UM 1789 Envirenmental Remediation Costs (Portiand Harber) Schedule 149
UM 1482 Feed In Tariff / VIR PilotPhotovoltaic Volumetric Incentive Rate Pilot] Schedule 137
‘UM 1417 Decoupling SNA Sales Normalization Adj. & Lost Rev Recovery (LRR) Schedule 123
UM 1301 Direct Access Open Enroliment Schedule 128
UM 1284 PCAM [Annual Power Costs Variancs] Schedule 126
UM 1103 Intervenor Funding Schedule 105



