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Review: Treatment of Fossil Fue~Rmitl40 peralion·ara1RescYiIFees 
Workshop (8/10) 
We discussed: "What expectations do you have for how utilities treat fossil resources in the CEP, that staff should consider 
incorporating into straw proposal guidance?" 
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Planning for 
Decarbonization 
Targets Straw 
Proposal 

Treatment of Fossil 
Fuel Resources Straw 
Proposal 

Additional Data 
Transparency Straw 

Proposal 

Fossil Fuel Retirements and Conversions 

• Staff proposes that specific requirements for modeling retirements or 
conversions does not need to be prioritized for the first IRP/CEP but expects that 
this capability be adopted for future planning cycles. 

• Staff also encourages the utilities to be clear about their rationale for including 
or not including conversions in this first IRP/CEP. 
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Planning for 
Decarbonization 
Targets Straw 
Proposal 

Treatment of Fossil 
Fuel Resources Straw 
Proposal 

Additional Data 
Transparency Straw 

Proposal 

Fossil fuel resource operational changes 

• If the Preferred Portfolio relies on operational constraints or other non-market­
based reductions to the dispatch of fossil fuel resources within the Action Plan 
window, the utility should describe how it intends to implement those 
operational changes within the Action Plan. Will operational constraints be 
placed on individual units, or on the system as a whole? 

• If the Preferred Portfolio relies on sales of fossil fuel-based generation to out-of­
state counterparties to achieve the clean energy targets set forth in HB 2021, the 
utility should quantify those sales and the associated GHG emissions. 

• If the Preferred Portfolio relies on sales of fossil fuel-based generation to out-of­
state counterparties within the Acton Plan window, the utility should describe 
how it intends to make those sales within the Action Plan. 
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Commission 

Given what you've heard in this workshop so far, what is becoming 
clearer to you about what the first round of CEPs could look like? 
What excites you? 
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Review: Data Transparency & Attrtbtifrdn Pol icyr\JV01fKsffol5 ~~~~~~1 

(8/26) 
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Planning for 
Decarbonization 
Targets Straw 
Proposal 

Treatment of Fossil 
Fuel Resources 
Straw Proposal 

Additional Data 
Transparency 
Straw Proposal 

GHG Emissions 

• Utilities should report the total estimated annual GHG emissions across the 
Western Interconnect under various portfolios, including the Preferred Portfolio. 

• Utilities should include a table that lists the emissions assumptions for each 
existing and proxy resource modeled in the IRP, developed in partnership with 
DEQ. 

• Utilities should include in the CEP a graph of portfolio GHG emissions by year for 
the preferred portfolio, important sensitivities, and each scenario in Chapter 1 of 
this straw proposal. 

Questions: 

• Is it more useful to see how the regional emissions change over time or compare 
regional emissions between different portfolios 

• Simplified way to convey the impacts on regional emissions? 
• Relevant portfolios? 
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Planning for 
Decarbonization 
Targets Straw 
Proposal 

Treatment of Fossil 
Fuel Resources 
Straw Proposal 

Additional Data 
Transparency 
Straw Proposal 

Renewable Energy Credits (RECs) 

• In the IRP, utilities should report the expected number of RECs that will be 
generated or acquired by the utility for all existing and projected resources in the 
preferred portfolio. Utilities should specify the RE Cs that will be retired on behalf 
of the utility/all customers, retired on behalf of voluntary customers, banked, or 
sold or otherwise transferred to customers in another state or an entity that is not 
captured by the previous list. 

• Utilities should report this for each year for the Preferred Portfolio (for Oregon­
allocated RECs). 

Questions: 
• Does this capture the transparency needed from PacifiCorp as a multi­

state utility? 
• Is there any information related to the impact of participation 

in CAISO's extended day-ahead market (EDAM) or energy imbalance market 
(EIM) on the attribution of emissions to Oregon customers under HB 2021 that 
can or should be reported in the first IRP/CEP? 
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Planning for 
Decarbonization 
Targets Straw 
Proposal 

Treatment of Fossil 
Fuel Resources 
Straw Proposal 

Additional Data 
Transparency 
Straw Proposal 

Fossil Fuel Resource Operations 

• Utilities should report total annual generation and average heat rate for each 
fossil resource, explaining any impacts on generation and heat rate of 
operational changes and/or emissions constraints. 

• Utilities should provide graphs in the CEP with 3 years of historical generation 
and average heat rate data for its fossil fuel resources. 

Questions: 

• Would it still be useful for the utility to report projected data on an aggregate level 
by fuel type? 
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Planning for 
Decarbonization 
Targets Straw 
Proposal 

Treatment of Fossil 
Fuel Resources 
Straw Proposal 

Additional Data 
Transparency 
Straw Proposal 

Data Standardization and Accessibility 

• Staff, utilities, and all interested stakeholders should collaboratively develop by 
February 1, 2023 an agreed upon approach to capturing standardized 
information and data related to their CEP and how they will make it publicly 
available in a similar fashion on their websites. 

• The IRP/CEP, or a designated section that contains all of the information 
required by HB 2021, should be written for an introductory audience and 
include definitions of all key terms. 

Questions: 

• Who can facilitate this process? Does it need to be done separately for each 
utility? 

• What are parties' preferred processes for addressing issues related to the 
designation of confidential information? 
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