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MEMORANDUM

DISPOSITION: SCOPE AND ORDER OF APPEARANCE ESTABLISHED

Oral Argument is scheduled for September 4, 2008. The purpose of the
arguments is to allow parties the opportunity to present argument to the Commissioners on
the issues raised in Phase III of these remand proceedings. The Phase III issues were
identified in a March 12, 2008, Conference Report as follows:

Issue 1: What was PGE’s remaining undepreciated investment in Trojan as
of September 30, 2000?

Issue 2: Do the rates approved in Order No. 02-227 provide PGE with the
functional equivalent of a “return on” the remaining undepreciated
investment in Trojan?

Issue 3: Was the FAS 109 liability properly considered part of PGE’s
return of its Trojan investment?

Issue 4: Did the rates approved in Order No. 02-227 improperly transfer the
proceeds and/or premium refunds from PGE’s NEIL policy from
ratepayers to PGE?

Issue 5: Were the rates adopted in Order No. 02-227 just and reasonable?
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Issue 6: Was Order No. 02-227 supported by adequate findings of fact and
conclusions of law?

Issue 7: Did the Commission deny URP due process in docket UM 989?

Presenting parties may address these primary issues, as well as any sub-issues raised in
briefs.

The parties eligible to present argument, listed in the order of appearance, are
as follows:

Portland General Electric Company
Utility Reform Project et al
Class Action Plaintiffs
Commission Staff

Each party will be allowed 20 minutes for argument and questioning. At the
conclusion of arguments, each party will be allowed five minutes to make a closing statement
to either summarize its argument or respond to statements made by other parties during
opening arguments.

I reserve the right to modify this schedule, as the proceeding progresses, to
meet the needs of the Commission.

Dated at Salem, Oregon, this 27th day of August, 2008.

___________//ss//______________
Michael Grant

Chief Administrative Law Judge


